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Mercy unto you, and peace and love be multiplied. 


Ir I should be at any time unmindful of your commands, you might well esteem me unworthy of 
your continued favours; and there is some reason to suspect I have incurred the interpretation of 
forgetfulness, having been so backward in the performance of my promises. Some years have 
passed since I preached unto you upon such texts of Scripture as were on purpose selected in 
relation to the CREED, and was moved by you to make those meditations publick. But you were 
pleased then to grant what my inclinations rather led me to, that they might be turned into an 
Exposition of the Creed itself; which, partly by the difficulty of the work undertaken, partly by 
the intervention of some other employments, hath taken me up thus long, for which I desire your 
pardon. And yet a happy excuse may be pleaded for delay, meeting with a very great felicity, 
that as faith triumpheth in good works, so my Exposition of the Creed should be contemporary with 
the re-edifying of your Church. For though I can have little temptation to believe that my book 
should last so long as that fabric, yet I am exceedingly pleased that they should begin together ; 
that the publishing of the one should so agree with the opening of the other. This, I hope, may 
persuade you to forget my slackness, considering ye were not ready to your own expectation ; your 
experience tells you the excuse of church-work will be accepted in building, I beseech you let it not 
be denied in printing. 

That blessed Saint, by whose name your Parish is known, was a fellow-labourer with St. Paul, 
and a successor of St. Peter; he had the honour to be numbered in the Scripture with them “ whose 
names are written in the book of life ;’’ and when he had sealed the Gospel with his blood,’he was 
one of the first whose memory was perpetuated by the building a Church to bear his name. Thus 
was St. Clement’s Church famous in Rome, when Rome was famous for the “faith spoken of 
throughout the whole world.” He wrote an epistle to the Corinthians infested with a schism, in 
imitation of St. Paul, which obtained so great authority in the primitive times, that it was frequently 
read in their public congregations ; and yet had for many hundred years been lost, till it was at last 
set forth out of the library of the late king. 

Now as, by the providence of God, the memory of that primitive Saint hath been restored in our 
age, so my design aimeth at nothing else but that the primitive faith may be revived. And there- 
fore in this edition of the Creed I shall speak to you but what St. Jude hath already spoken to the 
whole Church: “ Beloved, when I give all diligence to write unto you of the common salvation, it 
was needful for me to write unto you, that ye should earnestly contend for the faith which was once 
delivered to the saints.” If it were so needful for him then to write, and for them to whom he 
wrote to contend for the first faith, it will appear as needful for me now to follow his writing, and 
for you to imitate their earnestness, because the reason which he renders, as the cause of that neces- 
sity, is now more prevalent than it was at that time, or ever since. ‘ For (saith he) there are certain 
men crept in unawares, who were before of old ordained to this condemnation ; ungodly men, turning 
the grace of God into lasciviousness, denying the only Lord God, and our Lord Jesus Christ.”’ The 
principles of Christianity are now as freely questioned as the most doubtful and controverted points ; 
the grounds of faith are as safely denied as the most unnecessary superstructions ; that religion hath 
the greatest advantage which appeareth in the newest dress, as if we looked for another faith to be 
delivered to the saints: whereas in Christianity there can be no concerning truth which is not 
ancient; and whatsoever is truly new, is certainly false. Look then for purity in the fountain, and 
strive to embrace the first faith, to which you cannot have a more probable guide than the CREED, 
received in all ages of the Church; and to this I refer you, as it leads you to the Scriptures, from 
whence it was at first deduced, that while “ those which are unskilful and unstable, wrest” the words 
of God himself “ unto their own damnation ;” ye may receive so much instruction as may set you 
beyond the imputation of unskilfulness, and so much of confirmation as may place you out of the danger 
of instability; which as it hath been the constant endeavour, so shall it ever be the prayer of him, who 
after so many encouragements of his labours amongst you, doth still desire to be known as 


Your most faithful Servant in the Lord, 


JOHN PEARSON. 


ADVERTISEMENT. 


Or this Edition, imbodied in one octavo volume, and, 
it is trusted, in the most convenient form, the following 
may be stated as the proper advantages. First, great 
care has been taken to correct the numerous errors, in the 
references to the Texts of Scripture, which had crept in 
by reason of the repeated editions through which this 
admirable Work has passed; and many references, as 
will be seen on turning to the Index of Texts, have been 
added. Secondly, the Quotations in the Notes have 
been almost universally identified, and the references to 
them adjoined ; a great desideratum to the learned (who 
alone can fully appreciate the labour attending such 
researches), and a satisfaction at least to the general 
reader. Lastly, the principal Symbola or Creeds, of 
which the particular Articles have been cited by the most 
learned and ever to be revered Author of this Exposition, 
have been annexed ; and, wherever the original writers 
have given the Symbola in a scattered and disjoined 
manner, the detached parts have been brought into a 
successive and connected point of view—These have 
been added, in chronological order, in the form of an 


Appendix. 
W.S. DOBSON, M. A. 


January, 1832. 


TO THE READER. 


I wave in this book undertaken an exposition of the Creep, and think it necessary in 
this Preface to give a brief account of the work, lest any should either expect to find 
that here which was never intended, or conceive that which they meet with such as 
they expected not. 

The Creep, without controversy, is a brief comprehension of the objects of our 
Christian faith, and is generally taken to contain all things necessary to be believed. 
Now whether all things necessary be contained there, concerneth not an Expositor to 
dispute, who is obliged to take notice of what is in it, but not to inquire into what is 
not: whether all truths comprehended in the same be of equal and absolute necessity, 
we are no way forced to declare ; it being sufficient, as to the design of an Exposi- 
tion, to interpret the words, and so deliver the sense, to demonstrate the truth of the 
sense delivered, and to manifest the proper necessity of each truth, how far, and in 
what degree, and to what purposes, it is necessary. 

This therefore is the method which I proposed to myself, and have prosecuted in 
every Article. First, to settle the words of each Article according to their antiquity 
and generality of reception in the Creep. Secondly, to explicate and unfold the 
terms, and to endeavour a right notion and conception of them as they are to be un- 
derstood in the same. ‘Thirdly, to shew what are those truths which are naturally 
contained in those terms so explicated, and to make it appear that they are truths 
indeed, by such arguments and reasons as are respectively proper to evidence the 
verity of them. Fourthly, to declare what is the necessity of believing those truths, 
what efficacy and influence they have in the soul, and upon the life of a believer. 
Lastly, by a recollection of all, briefly to deliver the sum of every particular truth, so 
that every one, when he pronounceth the Cregp, may know what he ought to intend, 
and what he is understood to profess, when he so pronounceth it. 

In the prosecution of the whole, according to this method, I have considered, that 
a work of so general a concernment must be exposed to two kinds of readers, which, 
though they may agree in judgment, yet must differ much in their capacities. Some 
there are who understand the original languages of the Holy Scriptures, the discourses 
and tractates of the ancient Fathers, the determinations of the Councils, and history 
of the Church of God, the constant profession of settled truths, the rise and increase 
of schisms and heresies. Others there are unacquainted with such conceptions, and 
incapable of such instructions ; who understand the Scriptures as they are translated ; 
who are capable of the knowledge of the truths themselves, and of the proofs drawn 
from thence ; who can apprehend the nature of the Christian faith, with the power 
and efficacy of the same, when it is delivered unto them out of the Word of God, and 
in a language which they know. When I make this difference and distinction of 
readers, I do not intend thereby, that because one of these is learned, the other is 
ignorant; for he which hath no skill of the learned languages, may notwithstanding 
be very knowing in the principles of Christian Religion, and the reason and efficacy 
of them. 2 

According to this distinction I have contrived my Exposition, so that the body of 
it containeth fully what can be delivered and made intelligible in the English tongue, 
without inserting the least sentence or phrase of any learned language ; by which he 
who is not acquainted with it might be disturbed in his reading, or interrupted in his 
understanding. Not that I have selected only such notions as are common, easy, 
and familiar of themselves, but have endeavoured to deliver the most material con- 
ceptions in the most plain and perspicuous manner ; as desirous to comprise the whole 
strength of the work, as far as it is possible, in the body of it. The other part I 
have placed in the margin* (but so as oftentimes it taketh up more room, and yet 


* The marginal notes are, in this edition, placed at the bottom of the page. 


TO THE READER. y 


is never mingled or confounded with the rest), in which is contained whatsoever is 
necessary for the illustration of any part of the Crerp, as to them which have any 
knowledge of the Latin, Greek, and original languages, of the writings of the ancient 
Fathers, the doctrines of the Jews, and the history of the Church; those great ad- 
vantages towards a right conception of the Christian Religion. 

Now being the Creep comprehendeth the principles of our religion, it must con- 
tain those truths which belong unto it as it is a religion, and those which concern it 
as itis ours. As it is a religion, it delivereth such principles as are to be acknow- 
ledged in natural theology, such as no man which worshippeth a God can deny ; and 
therefore in the proof of these, I have made use of such arguments and reasons as are 
most proper to oppose the atheists, who deny there isa God to be worshipped, a reli- 
ligion to be professed. As it is our religion, it is Christian and Catholick. As Chris- 
tian, it containeth such truths as were delivered by Christ and his apostles, and those 
especially concerning Christ himself, which I have prosecuted constantly with an eye 
to the Jews, who obstinately deny them, expecting still another Messias to come; 
wherefore 1 shew out of the Law and the Prophets, which they acknowledge, what 
was foretold in every particular concerning the Messias, and prove all those to 
be completed by that Christ in whom we believe. As our religion is Catholick, it 
holdeth fast that ‘faith which was once delivered to the saints,” and since preserved 
in the Church ; and therefore I expound such verities, in opposition to the heretics 
arising in all ages, especially against the Photinians, who of all the rest have most 
perverted the Articles of our Creep, and found out followers in these latter ages, 
who have erected a new body of divinity in opposition to the Catholick theology. 
Against these I proceed upon such principles as they themselves allow, that is, upon 
the Word of God delivered in the Old and New Testament, alleged according to the 
true sense, and applied by right reason ; not urging the authority of the Church which 
they reject, but only giving inthe margin the sense of the primitive fathers, for the 
satisfaction of such ‘as have any respect left for antiquity, and are persuaded that 
Christ had a true Church on the earth before these times. 

In that part, which, after the demonstration of each truth, teacheth the necessity of 
the believing it, and the peculiar efficacy which it hath upon the life of a Christian, I 
have not thought fit to expatiate or enlarge myself, but only to mention such effects 
as flow naturally and immediately from the doctrine ; especially such as are delivered 
in the Scriptures ; which I have endeavoured to set forth with all possible plainness 
and perspicuity. And indeed in the whole work, as I have laid the foundation upon 
the written Word of God, so I have with much diligence collected such places of 
- Scripture as are pertinent to each doctrine, and with great faithfulness delivered 
them as they lie in the writings of those holy penmen; not referring the reader to 
places named in the margin (which too often I find in many books multiplied to little 
purpose), but producing and interweaving the sentences of Scripture into the body of 
my Exposition, so that the reader may understand the strength of all my Treason with- 
out any farther inquiry or consultation. For if those words which I have produced, 
prove not what I have intended, I desire not any to think there is more in the places 
named to maintain it. 

At the conclusion of every distinct and several notion, I have recollected briefly 
and plainly the sum of what hath been delivered in the explication of it, and put it, 
as it were, into the mouth of every Christian, thereby to express more fully his faith, 
and to declare his profession. So that if the reader please to put those collections 
together, he may at once see and perceive what he is in the whole obliged to believe, 
and what he is by the Church of God understood to profess, when he maketh this 
public, ancient, and orthodox confession of faith. 

I have nothing more to add; but only to pray, that the Lord would give you and 
me a good understanding in all things. 


J. PEARSON. 


THE 


CREED. 


iE believe i God the Father Alinighty, 
Maker of Meraven and Barth: And tr 
PHesus Christ his only Sow our Word: 
Wihich was conceived by the Poly 
Ghost, hori of the Dirgtt Miaryp: Suf- 
fered under Pontius Pilate, Wias cruz 
ctiied, dead, any buried: Pe descended 
into Pell, the third day He rose again 
front the Bead: Pe ascended tuto Pea- 
be, awd sitteth at the right hand of 
Gon the father Aluighty: From 
there He shall conve to judge the quick 
aD the dead: F believe in the Poly 
Ghost; The Poly Catholich Church; 
Che Conmniunion of Saints; The Fore 
gibeness of Sins; Che Wesurrectton of 
the Boop; And the Wife everlasting. 


AN 


EXPOSITION OF THE CREED. 


ARTICLE I. 


I BELIEVE IN GOD THE FATHER ALMIGHTY, 
MAKER OF HEAVEN AND EARTH. 


As the first word Crepo, I believe, giveth a denomination to 
the whole confession of faith, from thence commonly called 
the CREED; so is the same word to be imagined not to stand 
only where it is expressed, but to be carried through the whole 
body of the confession. For though it be but twice actually 
rehearsed, yet must we conceive it virtually prefixed to the 
head of every article : that as we say, I believein God the Father 
Almighty, so we are also understood to say, I believe in Jesus 
Christ his only Son, our Lord ; as I believe in the Holy Ghost, so 
also I believe the Catholic Church. Neither is it to be joined 
with every complete article only ; but where any article is not 
a single verity, but comprehensive, there it is to be looked 
upon as affixed to every part, or single truth, contained in that 
article: as, for example, in the first, I believe in God, I believe 
that God to be the Lather, I believe that Father to be Almighty, 
I believe that Father Almighty to be the Maker of heaven and 
earth. Sothat this Credo, I believe, rightly considered, mul- 
tiplieth itself to no less than a double number of the articles, 
and will be found at least twenty-four times contained in the 
Creep. Wherefore, being a word so pregnant and diffusive, 
so necessary and essential to every part of our confession of 
faith, that without it we can neither have Creep nor Confes- 
sion, it will require a more exact consideration, and more ample 
explication, and that in such a notion as is properly applicable 
to so many and so various truths. 

Now by this previous expression, I believe, thus considered, 
every particular Christian is first taught, and then imagined, 
to make confession of his faith ; and, consequently, this word, 
so used, admits a threefold consideration: First, As it sup- 
poseth belief, or faith, which is confessed. Secondly, As it is 
a confession, or external expression of that faith so supposed. 
Thirdly, as both the faith and confession are of necessary and 
particular obligation. When, therefore, we shall have clearly 
delivered, First, What is the true nature and notion of belief; 
Secondly, What the duty of confessing of our faith; Thirdly, 
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2 ARTICLE I. 


What obligation lies upon every particular person to believe 
and confess; then may we be conceived to have sufficiently 
explicated the first word of the CrEED, then may every one 
understand what it is he says, and upon what ground he pro- 
ceeds, when he professeth, [ beheve. 

For the right understanding of the true nature of Christian 
faith, it will beno less than necessary to begin with the general 
notion of belief; which being first truly stated and defined, 
then by degrees deduced into its several kinds, will at last 
make the nature of Christian faith intelligible: a design, if I 
mistake not, not so ordinary and usual, as useful and necessary. 

Belief in general I define to be an assent to that which is cre- 
dible, as credible. By the word assent* is expressed that act 
or habit of the understanding, by which it receiveth, acknow- 
ledgeth, and embraceth any thing as a truth; it being the na- 
ture} of the soul so to embrace whatsoever appeareth true 
unto it, and so far as it so appeareth. Now this assent, or 
judgment of any thing to be true, being a general act of the 
understanding, and so applicable to other{ habits thereof as 
well as to faith, must be specified by its proper object, and so 
limited and determined to its proper act, which is the other 
part left to complete the definition. 

This object of faith is expressed by that which is credible ; 
for every one who believeth any thing, doth thereby without 

uestion assent unto it as to that which is credible: and there- 
fore all belief whatsoever is such a kind of assent. But though 


* Tiorig 32 aedandic Exovorsdg Extiv, Osore- 
Beiag cuynaradects. Clem. Alex. Strom. 
l. il. p. 156. lin. 17. ed. Commelin. 1592. 
Tliorig putv ovv tort cuynaradrerts adiduerros 
tay dnovcbévrav Ev wAngopogia Ths aAnBetag 
Tay uneux0évray Osod yaeirr. S. Basil. 
Ascet..de Fide, c. 1. The Basilidians, ‘Og:- 
Covras youv of amd Bacsagidou tiv wicry 
buys cuynaraberw mesg th THY an uivoyT@Y 
aicOncw Sid +o on maeeiver. Clem. Alex. 
Strom, |. ii. p. 160.11. Kara 38 Tov ieé- 
TEeoy Abyov, WirrLG erty Exovctos Tig Luxiis 
cuynatavecis. Theodoret. Therap. Serm. 1. 
And yet he also afterward acknowledgeth 
they had that definition from the Greeks: 
Tiy patv yae mloriw nal ob vmereges pirdcodor 
cogicavro sivas EOEAoUTLOY Ths Luyig cuynara- 
Seow. ‘Credere est cum assensione co- 
gitare,’ S. August. de Predestin. Sanct. 
§. 5. And de Spir. et Litter. ad Marcellin. 
lib. §. 54. “Quid est credere, nisi con- 
sentire verum esse quod dicitur? So [ 
take the cuyxarabecig used by the Greek 
fathers to signify assenswm or assensionem, 
as A. Gellius translateth the Stoic, cvyua- 
rariberas, sua assensione approbat, |. xix. 1. 
and before him Cicero,‘ Nunc deassensicne 
atque approbatione, quam Greci cvyxarda- 
Secw vocant, pauca dicamus.” In Lucullo, 
§.. 37. So ameria and cuyxaradtects, are op- 


posed by the Greeks. As Sextus Empiri- 
cus, speaking of Admetus seeing Alcestis 
brought back by Hercules from Hades : 
Emei potytos der ort Técvnne, mepseroraro 
avro h Siavoie amd Tig cuynatabécews, nat 
meg amioriay exrve. Pyrrh. Hypot. 1. i. 33. 

tf OsAaAnSng h Lux oddéwore nara 46 
Peddoo dvexonéyn MariSerSa:, arae nara 
pavev arnbig mwdvrws ual evddc. Simplic. in 
3. Arist. de Anima. Kay tig TaAnbEo cHorn, 
ebences Tov avOpwarev pices dsaBsBanerévov pxev 
npig tiv Tov Levdoug cuynaTabecw, Exovra d 
apoeuas aess mizrw rarndovs. Clem. Alex. 
Strom. |. ii. p. 165. 48. 

t As cuyxaradecig the Greek word 
used for this assent is applied to other 
acts of the understanding as well as that 
of belief, so Clemens Alexandrinus speak- 
ing of the definition of faith: “Aaro ¥ 
apavors medyuaros evwtinny cuyrardbecrty 
Awidwnay elvar tiv Wirt, BOWEp amerss Tiy 
ATOdELLLY dyvooupAéVvoU Teayuatos paverdy cuy- 
xarabecw. Strom. |. ii, p. 156. 21. And 
again: Ilaca ovv Sifa, nat upiorg, nat dord- 
Antic, ual udSnoig, otc Cae ual oiverpeev 
alet, TO yéver tov ayvSeumwv cuynarabecic 
tori: 4 8 ovdey dAdo fh mlorig ein avn ve 
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amioria, amoricracis woe Tig mcrEws, 
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Suvarhy deluwos viv cuynardabecly ve nat wt- 


ory. p. 165, 45. 


I BELIEVE, &c. 3 


all belief be an assent to that which is credible, yet every such 
assent may not be properly faith ; and therefore those words 
make not the definition complete. For he that sees an action 
done, knows it to be done, and therefore assents unto the truth 
of the performance of it because he sees it: but another per- 
son to whom he relates it, may assent unto the performance of 
the same action, not because himself sees it, but because the 
other relates it; in which case that which is credible is the ob- 
ject of faith in one, of evident knowledge in the other. To 
make the definition therefore full, besides the material object or 
thing believed, we have added the formal object, or that where- 
by it is properly believed, expressed in the last term, as credible, 
which being taken in, it then appears, that, First, Whosoever 
believeth any thing, assenteth to something which is to him 
credible, and that as it is credible; and again, Whosoever as- 
senteth to any thing which is credible, as it is credible, believ- 
eth something by so assenting : which is sufficient to shew the 
definition complete. 

But for the explication of the same, farther observations will 
be necessary. For if that which we believe be something 
which is credible, and the notion under which we believe be the 
credibility of it, then must we first declare what it is to be cre- 
dible, and in what credibility doth consist, before we can under- 
stand what is the nature of belief. 

Now that is properly credible which is not apparent of itself, 
nor certainly to be collected, either antecedently by its cause, 
or reversely by its effect; and yet, though by none of these 
ways, hath the attestation of a truth. For those things which 
are apparent of themselves, are either so in respect of our sense, 
as, that snow is white, and fire is hot; or in respect of our 
understanding, as, that the whole of any thing is greater than 
any one part of the whole, that every thing imaginable either is 
oris not. The first kind of which being propounded to our 
sense, one to the sight, the other to the touch, appear of 
themselves immediately true, and therefore are not termed cre- 
dible, but evident to sense; as the latter kind, propounded to 
the understanding, are immediately embraced and acknow- 
ledged as truths apparent in themselves, and therefore are not 
called credible, but evident to the understanding. And so those 
things which are* apparent, are not said properly to be believed, 
but to be known. 

Again, other things, though not immediately apparent in 
themselves, may yet appear most certain and evidently true, 
by an immediate and necessary connexion with something for- 
merly known: for, being every natural cause actually applied 
doth necessarily produce its own natural effect, and every na- 


** Apparentia non habent fidem, sed modo videt, verum esse quod nondum 
agnitionem.’ Greg. 4. Dial. cap. 5.‘Ha- —_ videt, et quibus certissime videt, nondum 
bet Fides oculos suos, quibus quodam- se videre quod credit.’ S. August. Ep, 222. 
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+ ARTICLE If. 


tural effect wholly dependeth upon, and absolutely presup- 
poseth its own proper cause; therefore there must be an im- 
mediate connexion between the cause and its effect. From 
whence it follows, that if the connexion be once clearly per- 
ceived, the effect will be known in the cause, and the cause by 
the effect. And by these ways, proceeding from principles 
evidently known by consequences certainly concluding, we 
come to the knowledge of propositions in mathematics, and 
conclusions in other sciences ; which propositions and conclu- 
sions are not said to be credible, but scientifical; and the com- 
prehension of them is not fazth, but science. 

Besides, some things there are, which, though not evident of 
themselves, nor seen by any necessary connexion to their 
causes or effects, notwithstanding appear to most as true by 
some external relations to other truths; but yet so, as the ap- 
pearing truth still leaves a possibility of falsehood with it, and 
therefore doth not incline to an assené. In which case, what- 
soever is thus apprehended, if it depend upon real arguments, 
is not yet called credible, but probable; and an assent to such a 
truth is not properly faith, but opinion. 

. But when any thing propounded to us is neither apparent 
to our sense, nor evident to our understanding, in and of itself, 
neither certainly to be collected from any clear and necessary: 
connexion with the cause from which it proceedeth, or the 
effects which it naturally produceth, nor is taken up upon any 
real arguments, or reference to other acknowledged truths, 
and yet notwithstanding appeareth to us true, not by a mani- 
festation, but attestation of the truth, and so moveth us to as- 
sent not of itself, but by virtue of the testimony given to it; 
this is said* properly to be credible; and an assent unto this, 
upon such credibility, is in the proper notion faith or belief. 

Having thus defined and illustrated the nature of faith in 
general, so far as it agreeth to all kinds of belief whatsoever, 
our method will lead us on to descend by way of division, to 
the several kinds thereof, till at last we come to the proper 
notion of fazth in the Christian’s confession, the design of our 
present disquisition ; and being we have placed the formality 
of the object of all belief in credibility, it will clearly follow, 
that diversity of credzbility in the object, will proportionably 
cause a distinction of assent in the understanding, and conse- 
quently a several kind of faith, which we have supposed to be 
nothing else but such an assent. 

Now the credibility of objects, by which they appear fit to 
be believed, is distinguishable according to the diversities of 
its foundation, that is, according to the different authority of 
the testzmony on which it depends : for we having no other cer- 
tain means of assuring ourselves of the truth, and consequently 
no other motives of our assent in matters of mere belief, than 


* Ai did hv peaorvewy padios wicress. Aristot. probl. sect. 18. 3. 
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the testimony upon which we believe; if there be any fundamen- 
tal distinction in the authority of the testemony, it will cause the 
like difference in the assent, which must needs bear a proportion 
to the authority of the testzmony, as being originally and essen- 
tially founded upon it. It is therefore necessary next to con- 
sider, in what the authority of a testimony consisteth, and so to 
descend to the several kinds of testzmonies founded upon several 
authorities. 

The strength and validity of every testimony must bear pro- 
portion with the* authority of the testifier ; and the authority of 
the testifier is founded upon his ability and integrity : his ability 
in the knowledge of that which he delivereth and asserteth ; his 
integrity in delivering and asserting according to his knowledge. 
For two several ways he which relateth or testifieth any thing 
may deceive us: one, by being ignorant of the truth, and so 
upon that ignorance mistaking, he may think that to be true 
which is not so, and consequently deliver that for truth which 
in itself is false, and so deceive himself and us; or if he be not 
ignorant, yet if he be dishonest or unfaithful, that which he 
knows to be false he may propound and assert to be a truth, 
and so, though himself be not deceived, he may deceive us. 
And by each of these ways, for want either of abzlity or integrity 
in the testafier, whoso grounds his assent unto any thing asa truth, 
upon the testimony of another, may equally be deceived. 

But whosoever is so able as certainly to know the truth of 
that which he delivereth, and so faithful as to deliver nothing 
but what and as he knoweth, he, as he is not deceived, so de- 
ceiveth noman. So far, therefore, as any person testifying ap- 
peareth to be knowing of the thing he testifies, and to be 
faithful in the relation of what he knows, so far his testimony 
is acceptable, so far that which he testifies is properly credible. 
And thus the authority of every testafier or relater is grounded 
upon these two foundations, his abzlity and integrity. 

Now there is in this case, so far as it concerns our present 
design, + a double ¢estemony : the testzmony of man to man, relying 
upon human authority, and the testemony of God to man, founded 
upon divine authority : which two kinds of testzmony are re- 
spective grounds of two kinds of credibility, human and divine ; 
and,consequently, there is a twofold fazth distinguished by this 
double object, a human and a divine faith. 

Human faith is an assent unto any thing credible merely upon 
the testimony of man. Such is the belief we have of the words 
and affections one of another. And upon this kind of faith we 
proceed in the ordinary affairs of our life; according to the _ 
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opinion we have of the ability and fidelity of him who relates 
or asserts any thing we believe or disbelieve. By this a friend 
assureth himself of the affection of his friend; by this the*son 
acknowledgeth his father, and upon thisis his obedience wrought. 
By virtue of this human faith it is that we doubt not at all of 
those things which we never saw, by reason of their distance 
from us, either by time or place. Who doubts whether there be 
sucha country as Italy, or such a city as Constantinople, though 
he never passed any of our four seas? Who questions now 
whether there were such a man as Alexander in the east, or 
Cesar in the west? And yet the latest of these hath been 
beyond the possibility of the knowledge of man these sixteen 
hundred years. There is no} science taught without original 
belief, there are not letters learnt without preceding faith. 
There is no justice executed, no commerce maintained, no 
business prosecuted, without this ;§ all secular affairs are trans- 
acted, all great achievements are attempted, all hopes, desires, 
and inclinations, are preserved, by this human faith grounded 
upon the testimony of man. 

In which case we all by easy experience may observe the 
nature, generation, and progress, of belef. For in any thing 
which belongeth to more than ordinary knowledge, we believe 
not him whom we think to be ignorant, nor do we assent the 
more for his assertion, though never so confidently delivered : 
but if we have a strong opinion of the knowledge and skill of 
any person, what he affirmeth within the compass of his know- 
ledge, that we readily assent unto; and while we have no other 
ground but his affirmation, this assent is properly belief. Whereas, 
if it be any matter of concernment in which the interest of him 
that relateth or affirmeth any thing to us is considerable, there 
it is not the skill or knowledge of the relater which will satisfy 
us, except we have as strong an opinion of his fidelity and in- 
tegrity: but if we think him so just and honest, that he has no 
design upon us, nor will affirm any thing contrary to his know- 
ledge for any gain or advantage, then we readily assent unto 
his affirmations; and this assent is our belief. Seeing then our 
belief relies upon the ability and integrity of the relater, and 
being the knowledge of all men is imperfect, and the hearts 
of all men are deceitful, and so their integrity to be suspected, 
there can be no infallible universal ground of human faith. 

But what satisfaction we cannot find in the testimony of 
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man, we may receive in the testimony of God; “ If we receive 
the witness of man, the witness of God is greater.” (1 John 
v.9.)* | Yea, “let God be true,” the ground of our divine, 
“and every man a liar,” (Rom. i. 4.) the ground of our 
human faith. ) . 

As for the other member of the division, we may now plainly 
perceive that it is thus to be defined: Divine faith is an assent 
unto sotething as credible upon the testimony of God. This 
assent is the highest kind of fazth, because the object hath the 
highest credibility, because grounded upon the testimony of 
God, which is infallible. Balaam could tell Balak thus much, 
‘«God is not a man, that he should lie;” (Numb. xxii. 19.) 
and a better prophet confirmed the same truth to Saul; «‘ The 
Strength of Israel will not lie;” (1 Sam. xv. 29.) and be- 
cause he will not, because he cannot, he is the Strength of 
Israel, even “my God, my strength, in whom I will trust.” 
(Psal. xviii. 2.) 

For, First, God is of infinite knowledge and wisdom, as 
Hannah hath taught us, “ The Lord is a God of knowledge,” +t 
(1 Sam. ii. 3.) or rather, if our language will bear it, of know- 
ledges, which are so plural, or rather infinite in their plurality, 
that the Psalmist hath said, “‘ Of his understanding there is 
no number.” (Psal. cxlvii. 5.)f He knoweth therefore all 
things, neither can any truth be hidden from his knowledge, 
who is essentially truth, and essentially knowledge, and, as so, 
the cause of all other truth and knowledge. Thus the under- 
standing of God is infinite in respect of comprehension,§ 
and not so only, but of certainty also and evidence. Some 
things we are said to know which are but obscurely known, 
we see them but as ina glass or through a cloud: but ‘‘ God 
is light, and in him is no darkness at all:” (1 Johni. 5.) he 
seeth without any obscurity, and whatsoever is propounded to 
his understanding is most clear and evident; ‘neither is there 
any creature that is not manifest in his sight; but all things 
are naked and open unto the eyes of him with whom we have 
to do.” (Heb. iv. 13.) Wherefore, being all things are within 
the compass of his knowledge; being all things which are so, 
are most clear and evident unto him; being the knowledge he 
hath of them is most certain and infallible; it inevitably fol- 
loweth that he cannot be deceived in any thing. 

Secondly, The justice of God is equal to his knowledge, nor 
is his holiness inferior to his wisdom: ‘‘ A God of truth (saith 
Moses) and without iniquity, just and right is he.” (Deut. 
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xxxli. 4.) From which internal, essential, and infinite recti- 
tude, goodness, and holiness, followeth an impossibility to de- 
clare or deliver that for truth which he knoweth not to be 
true. For if it be against that finite purity and integrity which 
are required of man, to lie, and therefore sinful, then must we 
conceive it absolutely inconsistent with that transcendent 
purity and infinite integrity which is essential unto God. 
Although therefore the power of God be infinite, though he 
can do every thing ;” (Job xl. 2.) yet we may safely say, 
without any prejudice to his omnipotence,* that he cannot 
speak that for truth which he knoweth to be otherwise.+ For 
the perfections of his will are as necessarily infinite as those 
of his understanding ; neither can he be unholy or unjust, more 
than he can be ignorant or unwise. ‘If we believe not, yet 
he abideth faithful, he cannot deny himself.” (2 Tim. ii. 13.) 
Which words of the apostle, though properly belonging to the 
promises of God, yet are as true in his respect of his asser- 
tions; neither should he more deny himself in violating his 
fidelity, than in contradicting his veracity. It is true, that 
‘God willing more abundantly to shew unto the heirs of pro- 
mise the immutability of his counsel, confirmed it by an oath; 
that by two immutable things, in which it was impossible for 
God to lie, we might have a strong consolation:” (Heb. vi. 
17, 18.) but it is as true, that all this confirmation is only for 
our consolation; otherwise it is as impossible for God to he, 
without an oath, as with one: for being he can ‘ swear by no 
greater, he sweareth only by himself,” (Heb, vi. 13.) and so 
the strength even of the oath of God relieth upon the veracity 
of God. Wherefore being God, as God, is of infinite rectitude, 
goodness, and holiness ; being it is manifestly repugnant to his 
purity, and inconsistent with his integrity, to deliver any thing 
contrary to his knowledge; it clearly tolloweth, that he cannot 
deceive any man. 

It is therefore most infallibly certain, that God being infi- 
nitely wise, cannot be deceived :{ being infinitely good, can- 
not deceive :§ and upon these two immoveable pillars stand- 
eth the authority of the testimony of God. For since we can- 
not doubt of the witness of any one, but by questioning his 
ability, as one who may be ignorant of that which he affirmeth, 
and so deceived; or by excepting against his integrity, as one 
who may affirm that which he knoweth to be false, and so have 
a purpose to deceive us: where there is no place for either of 
these exceptions, there can be no doubt of the truth of the tes- 
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timony. But where there is an intrinsical* repugnancy of 
being deceived in the understanding, and of deceiving in the 
will, as there certainly is in the understanding and will of God, 

there can be no place for either of those exceptions, and con- 
sequently there can be no doubt of the truth of that which God 
testifieth. And whosoever thinketh any thing comes from him, 

and assenteth not unto it, must necessarily deny him to be wise 
or holy: “ He that believeth not God (saith the apostle), hath 
made him aliar.” (1 John v.10.) That truth then which is 
testified by God, hath a divine credibility : and an assent unto it, 
as so credible, is divine faith. In which the material object is 
the doctrine which God delivereth, the formal object is that 
credibility founded on the authority+ of the deliverer. And 
this I conceive the true nature of devine faith in general. 

Now being the credibility of all which we believe is founded 
upon the ¢estimony of God, we can never be sufficiently in- 
structed in the notion of ‘faith, till we first understand how this 
testimony is given to those truths which we now believe. To 
this end it will be necessary to give notice that the testimony 
of God is not given unto truths before questioned or debated ; 
nor are they such things as are at first propounded and doubted 
of by man, and then resolved and confirmed by interposing 
the authority of God: but he is then said to witness when he 
doth propound, and his éestimony is given by way of Revelation, 
which is nothing else but the delivery or speech of God unto 
his creatures. And therefore upon a diversity of delivery must 
follow a difference, though not of faith itself, yet of the means 
and manner of assent. 

Wherefore it will be farther necessary to observe, that divine 
Revelation is of two kinds, either immediate, or mediate. An 
immediate Revelation is that by which God delivereth himself 
to man by himself, without the intervention of man. A me- 
diate Revelation is the conveyance of the counsel of God unto 
man by man. By the first he spake unto the prophets; by the 
second in the prophets, and by them unto us. Being then 
there is this difference between the revealing of God unto the 
prophets and to others, being the faith both of prophets and 
others relieth wholly upon divine Revelation, the {difference 
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of the manner of assent in these several kinds of believers will 
be very observable for the explanation of the nature of our faith. 

Those then to whom God did immediately speak himself, 
or by an angel representing God, and so being in his stead, 
and bearing his name (of which I shall need here to make no 
distinction), those persons, I say, to whom God did so reveal 
himself, did, by virtue of the same Revelation, perceive, know, 
and assure themselves, that he who spake to them was God; 
so that at the same time they clearly understood both what 
was delivered, and by whom: otherwise we cannot imagine 
that Abraham would have slain. his son, or have been com- 
mended for such a resolution, had he not been most assured that 
it was God who by an immediate Revelation of his will clearly 
commanded it. Thus “by faith Noah being warned of God of 
things not seen as yet, moved with fear, prepared an ark, to 
the saving of his house :” (Heb. xi. 7.) which *warning of God 
was a clear Revelation of God’s determination to drown the 
world, of his will to save him and his family, and of his com- 
mand for that end to build an ark. And this Noah so received 
from God, as that he knew it to be an oracle of God, and was 
as well assured of the author as informed of the command. 
Thus the judgments hanging over Judah were revealed in the 
ears of Isaiah “ by the Lord of hosts.” (Isa. xxii. 14.) Thus 
“the Lord revealed himself to Samuel in Shiloh: (1 Sam. ii. 
21.) at first indeed he knew him not; that is, when the Lord 
spake, he knew it not to be the voice of God: “ Now Samuel 
did not yet know the Lord; neither was the word of the Lord 
yet revealed unto him;” (1 Sam. ii. 7.) but after that he knew 
him and was assured that it was He who spake unto him, the 
Scripture teaching us that the tears of Samuel were revealed, 
and the {word of God revealed, and God§ himself revealed to 
him. By all which we can understand no less, than that 
Samuel was so illuminated in his prophecies, that he fully 
understood the words or things themselves which were de- 
livered, and as certainly knew that the deliverer was God: so 
Samuel the Seer, so the rest of those prophets believed those 
truths revealed to them by such a faith as was a firm assent 
unto an object credible upon the immediate testimony of God. 

But those faithful people to whom the prophets spake, be- 
lieved the same truth, and upon the testimony of the same God, 
delivered unto them not by God, but by those prophets, whose 
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they were assured that what the prophets spake was immedi- 
ately revealed to them by God himself, without which assur- 
ance no faith could be expected from them. When God ap- 
peared unto Moses ‘‘in a flame of fire out of the midst ofa 
bush,” (Exod. iii. 2.) and there immediately revealed to him 
first himself, saying, “Iam the God of thy fathers, the God 
of Abraham, the God of Isaac, and the God of Jacob,” and 
then his will to bring the children of Israel out of the land of 
Egypt, Moses clearly believed God both in the revelation of 
himself and of his will, and was fully satisfied that the Israel- 
ites should be delivered, because he was assured it was God 
who promised their deliverance: yet notwithstanding still he 
doubted whether the Israelites would believe the same truth, 
when it should be delivered to them, not immediately by God, 
but by Moses; ‘‘ And Moses answered and said, But behold, 
they will not believe me, nor hearken unto my voice; for they 
will say, The Lord hath not appeared unto thee.” (Exod. iv. 1.) 
Which words of his first suppose, that if they had heard the 
voice of God, as he had, they would have assented to the truth 
upon a testimony Divine; and then as rationally affirm, that 
it was improbable they should believe, except they were as- 
sured it was God who promised, or think that God had promised 
by Moses, only because Moses said so. Which rational objection 
was clearly taken away, when God endued Moses with power 
of evident and undoubted miracles; for then the rod which he 
carried in his hand was as infallible a sign to the Israelites, 
that God had appeared unto him, as the flaming bush was to 
himself; and therefore they who saw in his hand God’s omnipo- 
tency, could not suspect in his tongue God’s veracity ; inso- 
much as when Aaron became to Moses “instead of a mouth,” 
and Moses to Aaron “instead of God,” (Exod. iv. 16.) Aaron 
spake all the words which the Lord had spoken unto Moses, 
and did the signs in the sight of the people, and’ the people 
believed.” (Exod. iv. 30, 31.) For being persuaded by a lively 
and active presence of omnipotency that God had appeared 
unto Moses, and what was delivered to them by him came to 
him from God, and being sufficiently assured out of the very 
sense and notion of a Deity, that whatsoever God should speak, 
must ofnecessity be true, they presently assented, “and believed 
the Lord and his servant Moses ;” (Exod. xiv. 31.) Moses, as 
the immediate propounder ; God, as the original revealer: they 
believed Moses that God had revealed it, and they believed the 
promise, because God had revealed it. So that the fazth both 
of Moses and the Israelites was grounded upon the same testi- 
mony or revelation of God, and differed only in the proposition 
or application of the testimony ; Moses receiving it immediately 
from God himself, the Israelites mediately by the ministry of 
Moses. | 

In the like manner the succeeding prophets were the instru- 
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ments of Divine Revelation, which they first believed as re- 
vealed to them, and then the people as revealed by them: for 
what they delivered was not the testimony of man, but the tes- 
timony of God delivered by man. It was “he who spake by 
the mouth of his holy prophets which have been since the 
world began ;” (Luke i. 70.) the mouth, the instrument, the ar- 
ticulation, was theirs; but the words were God’s. “The 
Spirit of the Lord spake by me (saith David), and his word 
was in my tongue.” (2 Sam. xxiii. 2.) It was the word of the 
Lord, which he spake “ by the hand of Moses,” (1 Kings viii. 
53.) and “by the hand of his servant Ahijah the prophet.” 
(1 Kings xiv. 18.) The hand the general instrument of man, 
the mouth the particular instrument of speech, both attributed 
to the prophets as merely instrumental in their prophecies. 
The words which Balaam’s ass spake were as much the ass’s 
words, as those which Balaam spake were his; for “ the Lord 
opened the mouth of the ass,” (Numb. xxii. 28.) and “the 
Lord put a word in Balaam’s mouth ;” (Numb. xxiii. 5.) and 
not only so, but a bridle with that word, “ only the word that 
I shall speak unto thee, that thou shalt speak.” (Numb. xxii. 
35.) The prophets as they did not frame the notions or con- 
ceptions themselves of those truths which they delivered from 
God, so did they not loosen their own tongues of their own 
instinct, or upon their own motion, but as moved, impelled, 
and acted by God. So we may, in correspondence to the an- 
tecedent, and subsequent words, interpret those words of St. 
Peter, that “no prophecy of the Scripture is of any* private in- 
terpretation:” (2 Pet. 1. 20.) that is, that no prophecy which 
is written did so proceed from the prophet who spake or wrote 
it, that he of himself, or by his own instinct, did open his 
mouth to prophesy; but that all prophetical revelations came 
from God alone, and that whosoever first delivered them was 
antecedently inspired by him, as it followeth, “ for the pro- 
phecy came not in old time by the will of man, but holy men 
of God spake as they were moved by the Holy Ghost.” (2 Pet. 
i. 21.) That therefore which they delivered was the Word, 
the Revelation of God; which they assented unto, as to a cer- 
tain and infallible truth, credible upon the immediate testi- 
mony of God, and to which the rest of the believers assented 
upon the same testimony of God immediately delivered by the 
hands of the prophets. 

Thus, “ God, who at sundry times, and in divers manners, 
spake in times past unto the fathers by the prophets,” (Heb. 
i. 1.) and by so speaking propounded the object of faith both 
to the prophets and the fathers, “ hath in these last days 
spoken unto us by his Son,” (Heb. i. 2.) and by so speaking 
hath enlarged the object of faith to us by him, by which means 
it comes to be “ the faith of Jesus.” (Rev. xiv. 12.) Thus the 
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“ only-begotten Son, who was in the bosom of the Father,” 
(John i. 18.) “ the express image of his person,” (Heb. i. 3.) 
he “in whom it pleased the Father that all fulness should 
dwell,” (Col. 1. 19.) he “ in whom dwelleth all the fulness of 
the Godhead bodily,” (Col. 11. 9.) revealed the will of God to 
the apostles; who being “ assured that he knew all things,” 
and convinced that he ‘‘ came forth from God,” (John xvi. 30.) 
gave a full and clear assent unto those things which he deli- 
vered, and grounded their faith upon his words, as upon the 
immediate testimony of God. ‘I have given unto them (saith 
Christ unto his Father) the words which thou gavest me, and 
they have received them, and have known surely that I came 
out from thee, and they have believed that thou didst send 
me.” (John xvii. 8.) Besides this delivery of these words by 
Christ to the apostles, they received the promise of the “ Spi- 
rit of truth, who should guide them into all truth,” (John xvi. 
13.) and “teach them all things, and bring all things into their 
remembrance whatsoever Christ hath said unto them.” (John 
xiv. 26.) So clearly, so fully, so constantly, were they fur- 
nished with divine Illuminations, and Revelations from God, 
upon which they grounded their own faith ; that each of them 
might well make that profession of St. Paul, “ I know whom 
I have believed.” (2 Tim. i. 12.) Thus the faith of the apo- 
stles, as of Moses and the prophets, was grounded upon the 
immediate Revelations of God. 

But those believers to whom the apostles preached, and 
whom they converted to their faith, believed the same truths 
which were revealed to the apostles, though they were not so 
revealed to them as they were unto the apostles, that is, im- 
mediately from God. But as the Israelites believed those 
truths which Moses spake to come from God, being convinced 
by the constant supply of miracles wrought by the rod which 
he carried in his hand : so the blessed apostles, being so plen- 
tifully endued from above with the power of miracles, gave 
sufficient testimony that it was God who spake by their 
mouths, who so evidently wrought by their hands. They who 
heard St. Peter call a lame man unto his legs, speak a dead 
man alive, and strike a living man to death with his tongue, 
as he did Ananias and Sapphira, might easily be persuaded 
that it was God who spake by his mouth, and conclude that 
where they found him in his omnipotency, they might well ex- 
pect him in his veracity. These were the persons for whom 
our Saviour next to the apostles prayed, because by a way 
next to that of the apostles they believed. ‘ Neither pray I 
for these alone (saith Christ), but for them also who shall be- 
lieve on me through their word.” (John xvii. 20.) Thus the 
apostles believed on Christ through his own word, and the 
primitive Christians believed on the same Christ through the 
apostles’ word, and this distinction our Saviour himself hath 
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clearly made; not that the word of the apostles was really 
distinct from the word of Christ, but only it was called theirs, 
because delivered by their ministry, otherwise it was the same 
word which they had heard from him, and upon which they 
themselves believed, “‘ That which was from the beginning 
(saith St. John), which we have heard, which we have seen with 
our eyes, which we have looked upon, and our hands have 
handled of the word of life, that which we have seen and heard 
declare we unto you.” (1 Johni. 1.3.) And this was the 
true foundation of faith in all them who believed, that they 
took not the words which they heard from the apostles to be 
the words of the men who spake them, no more than they did 
the power of healing the sick, or raising the dead, and the rest 
of the miracles, to be the power of them that wrought them; but 
as they attributed those miraculous works to God working 
by them, so did they also that saving word to the same God 
speaking by them. When St. Paul preached at Antioch, 
“almost the whole city came together to hear the word of 
God ;” (Acts xiii. 44.) so they esteemed it, though they knew 
him a man whom they came to hear speak it. This the apo- 
stle commendeth in the Thessalonians, that, “when they re- 
ceived the word of God, which they heard of him, they received 
it not as the word of man, but (as it is in truth) the word of 
God ;” (1 Thess. ii. 13.) and receiving it so, they embraced it 
as coming from him who could neither deceive nor be deceived, 
and consequently as infallibly true; and by so embracing it, 
they assented unto it, and by so assenting unto it, they believed 
it, ultimately upon the testimony of God, immediately upon 
the testimony of St. Paul, as he speaks himself, “ because our 
testimony among you was believed.” (2 Thess. i. 10.) Thus 
the faith of those which were converted by the apostles was an 
assent unto the word as credible upon the testimony of God de- 
livered to them by a testimony apostolical. Which being thus 
clearly stated, we may at Jast descend into our own condition, 
and so describe the nature of our own faith, that every one 
may know what it is to believe. 

Although Moses was endued with the power of miracles, 
and conversed with God in the mount, and spake with him 
face to face at the door of the Tabernacle: although upon these 
grounds the Israelites believed what he delivered to them as the 
word of God; yet neither the miracles nor Moses did for ever 
continue with them; and notwithstanding his death, they and 
their posterity to all generations were obliged to believe the 
same truths, Wherefore it is observable which St. Stephen 
saith, he ‘ received the lively oracles to give unto them ;” 
(Acts vii. 38.) the Decalogue he received from the hand of 
God, “ written with the finger of God ;” (Exod. xxxi. 18.) the 
rest of the divine patefactions he wrote himself, and so deli- 
vered them not a mortal word to die with him, but ving ora- 
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cles,* to be in force when he was dead, and oblige the people 
to a belief, when his rod had ceased to broach the rocks and 
divide the seas. Neither did he only tie them to a belief of 
what he wrote himself, but by foretelling and describing the 
prophets which should be raised in future ages, he puta farther 
obligation upon them to believe their prophecies as the revela- 
tions of the same God. ‘Thus all the Israelites, in all ages, be- 
lieved Moses : while he lived, by believing his words; after his 
death, by believing his writings. ‘‘ Had ye believed Moses 
(saith our Saviour), ye would have believed me; for he wrote 
of me. But if ye believe not his writings, how shall ye believe 
my words?” (John v. 46, 47.) Wherefore the fazth of the 
Israelites in the land of Canaan was an assent unto the truths of 
the law as credible upon the testimony of God delivered unto them 
in the writings of Moses and the prophets. 

In the like manner is it now with us. For although Christ 
first published the Gospel to those ‘‘ who beheld his glory, the 
glory as of the only-begotten of the Father ;”’ (John 1. 14.) al- 
though the apostles first converted those unto the faith who 
heard them speak with tongues they never learned, they never 
heard before, and discover the thoughts of men they never saw 
before ; who saw the lame to walk, the blind to see, the dead 
to revive, and the living to expire at their command: yet did 
not these apostles prolong their lives by virtue of that power 
which gave such testimony to their doctrine, but rather short- 
ened them by their constant attestation to the truth of that 
doctrine farther confirmed by their death. Nor did that power 
of frequent and ordinary miraculous operations long survive 
them; and yet they left as great an obligation upon the Church 
in all succeeding ages to believe all the truths which they de- 
livered, as they had put upon those persons who heard their 
words and saw their works; because they wrote the same 
truths which they spake, assisted in writing by the same Spirit 
by which they spake, and therefore require the same readiness 
of assent so long as the same truths shall be preserved by those 
writings. While Moses lived and spake as a mediatoz be- 
tween God and the Israelites, they believed his words, and so 
the prophets while they preached. When Moses was gone 
up to Mount Nebo, and there died, when the rest of the pro- 
phets were gathered to their fathers, they believed their writ- 
ings, and the whole object of their faith was contained in them. 
When the Son of God came into the world to reveal the will of 
his Father, when he ‘‘ made known unto” the apostles, as his 
“ friends, all things that he had heard of the Father,” (John - 
xv. 15.) then did the apostles believe the writings of Moses 
and the prophets, and the words. of Christ, and in these taken 
together was contained the entire object of their faith, “ and 
they believed the Scripture and the word which Jesus had 
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said.” (John ii. 22.) When Christ was ascended up into hea- 
ven, and the Holy Ghost came down, when the words which 
Christ had taught the apostles were preached by them, and. 
many thousand souls converted to the faith, they believed the 
writings of the prophets and the words of the apostles; and 
in these two was comprised the complete object of their faith. 
When the apostles themselves departed out of this life, and 
confirmed the truth of the Gospel preached by the last of suf- 
ferings, their death, they left the sum of what they had re- 
ceived in writing, for the continuation of the faith in the 
churches which they had planted, and the propagation thereof 
in other places, by those that succeeded them in their ordinary 
functions, but were not to come near them in their extraordi- 
nary gifts. ‘‘ These things were written (saith St. John, the 
longest liver, and the latest writer), that ye might believe, that 
Jesus is the Christ, the Son of God, and that believing ye 
might have life through his name.” (John xx. 31.) 

Those Christians then which have lived since the apostles’ 
death, and never obtained the wish of St. Augustin, to see 
either Christ upon earth, or St. Paul in the pulpit, have be- 
lieved the writings of Moses and the prophets, of the apostles 
and evangelists, in which together is fully comprehended what- 
soever may properly be termed matter of divine faith; and so 
“ the household of God is built upon the foundation of the 
apostles and prophets,’* (Eph. ii. 20.) who are continued unto 
us only in their writings, and by them alone convey unto us the 
truths which they received from God, upon whose testimony 
we believe. And therefore he which put their writings into the 
definition of faith, considering faith as it now stands with us, 
is none of the smallest of the Schoolmen.+ From whence we 
may at last conclude, that the true nature of the faith of a 
Christian, as the state of Christ’s Church now stands, and shall 
continue to the end of the world, consists in this, that it is an 
assent unto truths credible upon the testimony of God delivered 
unto us in the writings of the apostles and prophets. 

To believe therefore as the word stands in the front of the 
CREED, and not only so, but is diffused through every article 
and proposition of it, is to assent to the whole and every part 
of it, as to a certain and infallible truth revealed by God (who 
by reason of his infinite knowledge cannot be deceived, and 
by reason of his transcendent holiness cannot deceive), and 
delivered unto us in the writings of the blessed apostles and 
prophets, immediately inspired, moved, and acted by God, out 
of whose writings this brief sum of necessary points of faith 


* « Prophete et Apostoli, super quos + ‘Fides est habitus, quo assentimus 
omnium Ecclesiarum fundamenta locan- — dictis Scripture propter auctoritatem Dei 
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was first collected.* Andas this is properly to believe, which 
was our first consideration; so to say I believe, is to make a 
confession or external expression of the faith, which is the 
second consideration propounded. 3 

Faith is a habit of the intellectual part of man, and therefore 
of itself invisible ; and to believe is a spiritual act, and conse- 
quently immanent and internal, and known to no man but him 
who believeth: “For what man knoweth the things of a man, 
save the spirit of a man which is in him?” (1 Cor. 11. 11.) 
Wherefore Christ being not only the great Apostle, sent to 
deliver these revealed truths, and so the author of our faith, but 
also the head of the Church, whose body consisteth of faithful 
members, and so the author of union and communion, which 
principally hath relation to the unity of faith, he must needs be 
imagined to have appointed some external expression and com- 
munication of it: especially considering that the sound of the 
apostles was to go forth unto the ends of the world, and all 
nations to be called to the profession of the Gospel, and gathered 
into the Church of Christ; which cannot be performed without 
an acknowledgment of the truth, and a profession of faith, 
without which no entrance into the Church, no admittance to 
baptism. ‘What doth hinder me to be baptized ? (saith the 
eunuch.) And Philip said, Ifthou believest with all thine heart, 
thou mayest. And he answered and said, I believe that Jesus 
Christ is the Son of God.” (Acts vill. 36, 37.) So believing 
with all his heart, as Philip required, and making profession of 
that faith he was admitted. ‘“« For with the heart man believeth 
unto righteousness, and with the mouth confession is made 
unto salvation.” (Rom. x. 10.)+ The belief of the heart is the 
internal habit residing in the soul, an act of faith proceeding 
from it, butterminated inthesame. The confession of the mouth 
is an external signification of the inward habit or act of faith, 
by words expressing an acknowledgment of those truths which 
we believe or assent to in our souls.{ The ear receiveth the 
word, “ faith cometh by hearing ;” (Rom. x. 17.) the ear con- 
veyeth it to the heart, which being opened receiveth it, receiving 
believeth it; and then “ out of the abundance of the heart the 
mouth speaketh.” (Matt. xii. 34.) Inthe heart faith is seated ; 
with the tongue confession is made ; between these two salvation 
is completed.§ ‘If thou shalt confess with thy mouth the 
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Lord Jesus, and shalt believe in thine heart that God hath 
raised him from the dead, thou shalt be saved.” (Rom. x. 9.) 
This faith of the heart every one ought, and is presumed to have; 
this confession of the mouth every one is known to make, when 
he pronounceth these words of the Crenp, I believe; and if 
true, he may with comfort say, “‘ the word of faith is nigh me, 
even in my mouth and in my heart :” (Rom. x. 8.)* first inmy 
heart really assenting, then in my mouth clearly and sincerely 
professing with the prophet David, ‘I have believed, therefore 
have I spoken.” (Psalm.cxvi.10.) Thus briefly from the second 
consideration concerning confession implied in the first words 
I believe, we shall pass unto the third consideration, of the 
necessity and particular obligation to such a confession. 

If there were no other argument, yet being the object of faith 
is supposed infallibly true, and acknowledged to be so by every 
one that believeth, being it is the nature of truth not to hide 
itself, but rather to desire the light that it might appear; this 
were sufficient to move us to a confession of our faith. But 
besides the nature of the thing, we shall find many arguments 
obliging, pressing, urging us to such a profession. For, first, 
from the same God, and by the same means by which we have 
received the object of our faith, by which we came under a pos- 
sibility of faith, we have also received an express command to 
make a confession of the same: ‘“ Be ready (saith St. Peter), 
always to give an answer to every man that asketh you areason 
of the hope that is in you;” (1 Pet. 11. 15.) and there can be 
“no reason of hope but what is grounded on faith, nor can there 
be an answer given unto that without an acknowledgment of 
this. Secondly, it is true indeed that the great promises of the 
Gospel are made unto faith, and glorious things are spoken of 
it; but the same promises are made to the confession of faith, 
(Rom. x. 10.) together with it; and we know who it is hath 
said, “ Whosoever shall confess me before men, him will I con- 
fess also before my Father which is in heaven.” (Matt. x. 32.) 
Besides the profession of the faith of one Christian confirmeth 
and edifieth another in his, and the mutual benefit of all layeth 
an obligation upon every particular. Again, the matters of 
faith contain so much purity of doctrine, persuade such holiness 
of life, describe God so infinitely glorious, so transcendently 
gracious, so loving in himself, so merciful in his Son, so won- 
derful in all his works, that the sole confession of it glorifieth 
God ; and how can we expect to enter into that glory which is 
none of ours, if we deny God that glory which is his? Lastly, 
the concealing those truths which he hath revealed, the not ac- 
knowledging that faith which we are thought to believe, is so 
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far from giving God that glory which is due unto him, that it 
dishonoureth the faith which it refuseth or neglecteth to pro- 
fess, and casteth a kind of contumely upon the author of it, as 
if God had revealed that which man should be ashamed to ac- 
knowledge. Wherefore he that came to save us hath also said 
unto us, “ Whosoever shall be ashamed of me and of my words, 
of him shall the Son of man be ashamed, when he shall come 
in his own glory, and in his Father’s, and of the holy angels.” 
(Luke ix. 26.) Such a necessity there is of confession of faith, 
in respect of God, who commanded it, and is glorified init; in 
respect of ourselves, who shall be rewarded forit ; andin respect 
of our brethren, who are edified and confirmed by it. Which 
necessity the wisdom of the Church in former ages has thought a 
sufficient ground to command the recitation of the CrexEp at 
the first initiation into the Church by baptism* (for which pur- 


* “O roy navova Tig dAnBElag anAWh ev EavTe 
nareyav, ow ua TU Bamricpearos eiAnde. 
Tren. 1. i.c. 1. ‘Cum sub tribus et tes- 
tatio fidei et sponsio salutis pignerentur, 
necessario adjicitur Ecclesiz mentio, quo- 
niam ubi tres, id est, Pater, Filius, et 
Spiritus Sanctus, ibi Ecclesia, que trium 
corpus est.’ Tertull. de Baptis. c. 6.‘ In 
quem tingueret? in peenitentiam? quo 
ergo illi precursorem? in peccatorum 
remissionem, quam verbo dabat? in seme- 
tipsum, quem humilitate celabat ? in Spi- 
ritum Sanctum, qui nondum a Patre de- 
scenderat? in Ecclesiam, quam nondum 
Apostoli struxerant ?’ Ibid. c. 11.‘ Dehine 
.ter mergimur, amplius aliquid responden- 
tes quam Dominus in Evangelio deter- 
minavit.’ Id. de Cor. Militis,c.3. ‘Sed 
et ipsa interrogatio, que fit in Baptismo, 
testis est veritatis, nam cum dicimus, 
Credis in vitam eternam, et remissionem pec- 
catorum per sanctam Ecclesiam? intelligi- 
mus remissionem peccatorum non nisi in 
Ecclesia dari.’ S. Cyprianus, ep. ad Janua- 
rium, &c. §. 2. ‘Quod si aliquis illud 
opponit, ut dicat, eandem Novatianum 
Legem tenere quam Catholica Ecclesia 
teneat, eodem Symbolo quo et nos bap- 
tizare, eundem nosse Deum Patrem, eun- 
dem Filium Christum, eundem Spiritum 
Sanctum, ac propterea usurpare eum po- 
testatem baptizandi posse, quod videatur 
in interrogatione Baptismi a nobis non 
discrepare: sciat quisquis hoc opponen- 
dum putat, non esse unam nobis et schis- 
maticis Symboli Legem, neque eandem 
interrogationem. Namcum dicunt, Credis 
remissionem ‘peccatorum, et vitam eternam 
per Sanctam Ecclesiam ? mentiuntur in in- 
terrogatione, quando non habeant Eccle- 
siam. Idem Epist. ad Magnum, §. 6. 
‘Mos ibi (id est, Rome) servatur antiquus, 
eos, qui gratiam Baptismi suscepturi sunt, 
publice, i. e. fidelium populo audiente, 


Symbolum reddere.’ Ruffin. in Symb. §. 3. 
‘Solenne est in lavacro, post Trinitatis 
confessionem interrogare, Credis in Sanc- 
tam Ecclesiam? Credis remissionem peccato- 
rum? §, Hieron. contra Lucifer. col. 618. 
ed. M. Victor. 1609. ‘Mens Heretica 
reliquit Doctorem a quo fidem Ecclesie 
didicerat, oblita est pacti Dei sui, hoc est, 
fideiipsius Dominice que in Symbolocon- 
tinetur, quam se die baptismatis servatu- 
ram esse promiserat.’ Id. Com. in Prov. 
c. li, v.17. ‘Interrogatus es,Credisin Deum 
Patrem omnipotentem? dixisti Credo; et 
mersisti hoc est, sepultus es. Iterum in- 
terrogatus es, Credis in Dominum nostrum 
Jeswm Christum, et in crucem ejus? dixisti, 
Credo,et mersisti, ideo et Christo es conse- 
pultus. Tertio interrogatus, Credis in Spi- 
ritum Sanctum? dixisti, Credo; tertio mer- 
sisti: ut multiplicem lapsum superioris 
etatis absolveret trina confessio.’ Ambros. 
de Sacram. |. i. c. 7. Leo speaks thus of 
Eutyches in his Epistle to» Flavianus : 
‘Quam enim eruditionem de sacris Novi 
et Veteris Testamenti paginis acquisivit, 
qui ne ipsius quidem Symboli initia com- 
prehendit? et quod per totum mundum 
omnium regenerandorum voce depromitur, 
istius adhuc senis corde non capitur.’ Ep. 
X.c.1. Andinthe 12. Book de Trinitate, 
p- 304. ed. Chifflet. 1664. (formerly at- 
tributed to Athanasius, but more probably 
now thought to belong to Vigilius Tap- 
sensis): ‘ Nec non et illa magna et beata 
Confessio Fidei, imoipsa Fides Sanctorum, 
et Testamentum quod disposuimus ad 
Patrem, Filium, et Spiritum Sanctum, ad 
sacrum lavacrum regenerationis venien- 
tes, Credoin Deum Patrem omnipotentem, 
et in Jesum Christum Filium ejus unigeni- 
tum, et in Spiritum Sanctum.’ Kaba wa- 
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pose it was taught and expounded to those which were to be 
baptized immediately* before the great solemnity of Easter), 
and to require a particular} repetition of it publicly, as often as 
the sacrament of the Eucharist was administered, and a con- 
stant and perpetual inculcation of the same by the clergy to the 


people.t 


And as this necessity is great, as the practice useful and 
advantageous ; so is the obligation of believing and confess- 
ing particular, binding every single Christian, observable in 
the number and person expressed, I belveve. As if Christ did 


Faith which he exhibited to the council 
of Nice, Socr. 1. i. c. 8. Theodor. 1. i. c. 
12. ‘ Abrenuncio, inquis, Diabolo, pompis, 
spectaculis,et operibus ejus,et quid postea? 
Credo, inquis, in Deum Patrem omnipoten- 
tem.’ Salvianus de Gubern. Dei, lib. vi. 
p- 208. ed. Altorf. 1611. al.p.182. And 
when this Creed was enlarged by the 
council of Nice, and after that by others, 
Epiphanius commends it to the Catechu- 
meni, to be repeated at their baptism : 
oUrms Endorw Tay KATHY OUpLEVON THY LLEAROVTOY 
7h dyin hovred mportévas, ov redvoy EmayyEAAELy 
Opeinere TO miorEvE ToIS EauTaY UiotG Ev nuple, 
GAL nal Wacnew pntwe, ws wavroy h aver 
pentne ipdv re nal iyeav +o Akyew, Tio- 
Tevorser elo Eva Oedv, &c. Epiphan. in Anco- 
rato, §. 119. And when he had yet far- 
ther enlarged it by reason of some new 
emergent heresies, he commends it: ua- 
More Tog TH aylw AouTeA meorLovct, ive dmay- 
yéerrwot tal rAEywouy odrws¢. Ibid. The first 
council of Constantinople confirms the 
Nicene confession,as: mpecRutarny ve ovcay 
nap androvboey 7a Bagticpuatt. Theodor. lib. 
v.cap. 9. And the council of Chalcedon 
of the same: %W, we nod 2 dyiwy civOnua, 
Toig pavougrtvors mpog tiv Fig uloOnciag ma- 
peyyuapey doddreiav. - Parte tertia. The 
Synod at Jerusalem: +0 &y:ov cipeCoroy ele 
3 Caerriclnucv nal Bawri@ouev. The Synod 
at Tyre: ivaita Ramriccivres xal Bagsi- 
Corres. And the council of Constantino- 
ple under Menna, to which the former 
sent their synodical letters : +0 dyioy cupe- 
Coroy tv @ mavres eCamticdnuty.  Concil. 
Constantinop. sub Agap. et Menna, Act. 5. 
Basiliscus and Marcus in two several 
edicts, confirmed the same Nicene Creed 
with these words : eg 0 hetig Te Hat wdvres 
of med nav miorsicavres ECamrioOnuey, 
Evagr. |. iii. cap. 4. et 7. And the edict 
of the emperor Justinian: ‘ Anathemati- 
zaverunt eos, qui aliam definitionem fidei, 
sive Symbolum, sive Mathema, tradunt 
accedentibus ad sanctum baptisma.’ 

* “Ort Set tog pwriomeévous Thy lor EX= 
poavOaven, nat th mépamrn Tig ECdoAdOG array 
yirrew TO Emirnomw h roIg aperBurégoic. 
Concil. Laodic. Can. 46. Where it is to 
be observed that Micrt¢ is taken for the 


Creed or Symbolum Fidei, and was so 
translated anciently, as appeareth by the 
Canon preserved in the Canon-law, and 
rendered thus: ‘ Baptizandos oportet 
Fidei Symbolum discere, et quinta feria 
ultime septimane vel Episcopo vel Pres- 
byteris reddere.’ De Consec. dist. 4. cap. 
58. ‘ Symbolum etiam placuit ab omnibus 
Ecclesiis una die, i. e. ante octo dies 
Dominice resurrectionis, publice in Ec- 
clesia competentibus predicari.’ Concil. 
Agath. cap. 13. ‘*Sicut antiqui Canones 
jubent, ante viginti dies Baptismi ad pur- 
gationem exorcismi Catechumeni currant, 
in quibus viginti diebus omnino Catechu- 
meni Symbolum, quod est, Credo in Deum 
Patrem omnipotentem, specialiter doce- 
antur.’ Concil. Bracar. 2. cap. 1. The 
Canon of the Laodicean Council, already 
mentioned, is verbatim rehearsed in the 
sixth council in Trulla, Can. 78. It ap- 
peareth therefore a general command of 
the church, that those who were to be 
baptized, should have a certain time al- 
lotted for the learning and rehearsing of 
the Creep. And in case of necessity, if 
any were baptized, they were to learn the 
Creep immediately after their Baptism : 
ovt Set (not as it is in the edition of Binius, 
both in this canon and in the former most 
absurdly, “Ors ob Set) rode Ev voow magarape- 
Ravorac 10 paricpa, xal tira dyarravrag 
exparbdvery tiv mlioriy, nal yarn Sor Oslac 
Sweedguarnti@Oncay. Conc. Laod. Can. 47. 
+ As appears in the ancient Greek 
Liturgies, and the Decree of the third 
council of Toledo: ‘Ut omni sacrificii 
tempore ante communionem corporis 
Christi et sanguinis, juxta Orientalium 
partium morem, unanimiter clara voce sa- 
cratissimum fidei recenseant Symbolum.’ 
t. ii. par. 2. p. 278. Concil. Gen. ed. Bin. 
Which custom as they call it of the Orien- 
tal parts, is said first to be introduced by 
Petrus Mongus at Alexandria,and after by 
Timotheus at Constantinople, as appears 
out of the fragments of Theodorus Lector. 
¢ ‘Symbolum, quod est signaculum 
fidei, et Orationem Dominicam discere, 
semper admoneant sacerdotes populum 
Christianum.’ Concil. Mogunt. cap. 45. 


I BELIEVE, &c. 21 


question every one in particular, as he did him who was born 
blind, after he had restored him his sight (and we are all in 
his condition), “Dost thou believe on the Son of God?” 
Every single Christian is taught to make the same answer 
which he made, “ Lord, I believe.” (John ix. 35, 38.) Asif 
the Son of God did promise to every one of them which are 
gathered together in his name, what he promised to “ one of 
the multitude, whose son had a dumb spirit, If thou canst be- 
lieve, all things are possible to him that believeth ;” each one 
for himself returneth his answer, ‘‘ Lord, I believe ; Lord, help 
my unbelief.” (Mark ix. 17, 23, 24.) Not that it is unlawful 
or unfit to use another number, and instead of J, to say We be- 
heve: for in taking in of others, we exclude not ourselves ; 
and addition of charity can be no disparagement to confession 
of faith. St. Peter answered for the twelve, ‘ We believe, 
and are sure that thou art that Christ, the Son of the living 
God.” (John vi. 69.) For though Christ immediately replied 
that ‘one of them had a devil,” yet is not St. Peter blamed, 
who knew it not. But every one is taught to express his own 
faith, because by that he is to stand or fall. “‘ The effectual 
fervent prayer of a righteous man availeth much” (James 
v. 16.) for the benefit of his brother, but his faith availeth no- 
thing for the justification of another. And itis otherwise very 
fit that our faith should be manifested by a particular confes- 
sion, because it is effectual by particular application; there- 
fore must it needs be proper for me to say, I believe, and to 
make profession of my “ faith in the Son of God, who loved 
me, and gave himself for me.” (Gal. ii. 20.) 

Being then I have described the true nature and notion of 
belief, the duty of confessing our faith, and the obligation of 
every particular Christian to believe and to confess; being in 
these three explications all, which can be imaginably con- 
tained in the first word of the Creep, must necessarily be 
included ; it will now be easy for me to deliver, and for every 
particular person to understand what it is he says, and upon 
what ground he proceeds, when he begins his confession with 
these words, I believe, which I conceive may in this manner be 
fitly expressed. 

Although those things which I am ready to affirm be not 
apparent to my sense, so that I cannot say I see them; al- 
though they be not evident to my understanding of themselves, 
nor appear unto me true by the virtue of any natural and ne- 
cessary cause, so that I cannot say I have any proper know- 
ledge or science of them: yet, being they are certainly con- 
tained in the Scriptures, the writings of the blessed apostles 
and prophets; being those apostles and prophets were endued 
with miraculous power from above, and immediately inspired 
with the Holy Ghost, and consequently what they delivered 
was not the word of man. but God himself; being God is of 
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that universal knowledge and infinite wisdom, that it is im- 
possible he should be deceived, of that indefectible holiness 
and transcendent rectitude, that it is not imaginable he should 
intend to deceive any man, and consequently whatsoever he 
hath delivered for a truth must be necessarily and infallibly 
true; I readily and steadfastly assent unto them as most cer- 
tain truths, and am as fully and absolutely, and more concern- 
ingly persuaded of them, than of any thing I see or know. 
And because that God who hath revealed them hath done it, 
not for my benefit only, but for the advantage of others, nor, 
for that alone, but also for the manifestation of his own glory; 
being for those ends he hath commanded me to profess them, 
and hath promised an eternal reward upon my profession of 
them ; being every particular person is to expect the justifi- 
cation of himself, and the salvation of his soul, upon the 
condition of his own faith; as with a certain and full persua- 
sion I assent unto them, so with a fixed and undaunted reso- 
lution I will profess them; and with this faith in my heart, 
and confession in my mouth, in respect of the whole body of 
the CREED, and every article and particle in it, I sincerely, 
readily, resolvedly say, | BELIEVE. 


I BELIEVE zn God. 


Havine delivered the nature of faith, and the act of belief 
common to all the articles of the CreED, that we may under- 
stand what it is to believe ; we shall proceed to the explication 
of the articles themselves, as the most necessary objects of 
our faith, that we may know what is chiefly to be believed. 
Where immediately we meet with another word as general as 
the former, and as universally concerned in every article, 
which is God; for if to believe be to assent upon the testimony 
of God, as we have before declared, then wheresoever belief 
is expressed, or implied, there is also the name of God under- 
stood, upon whose testimony we believe. He therefore whose 
authority is the ground and foundation of the whole, his ex- 
istence begins the CREED, as the foundation of that authority. 
For if there can be no divine faith without the attestation of 
God, by which alone it becomes divine, and there can be no 
such attestation, except there were an existence of the testifier, 
then must it needs be proper to begin the confession of our 
faith with the agnition of our God. If his *name were thought 
fit to be expressed in the front of every action, even by the 
heathen, because they thought no action prospered but by 
his approbation; much more ought we to fix it before our 
confession, because without him to believe as we profess, is 
no less than a contradiction. 

Now these words, I believe in God, will require a double 
consideration; one, of the phrase or manner of speech; an- 
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other, of the thing or nature of the truth in that manner ex- 
pressed. For to delieve with an addition of the preposition zn, 
is a phrase or expression ordinarily conceived fit to be given to 
none but to God himself, as always implying, beside a bare act 


of faith, an addition of hope, love, and afliance. 


An observa- 


tion, as I conceive, prevailing especially in the Latin church, 
grounded principally upon the authority of St. Augustin.* 
Whereas among the Greeks, in whose language the New Tes- 
tament was penned, I perceive no such constant distinction in 
their deliveries of the CreEzD; and in the Hebrew language} 


* For Ser. 181. which is upon the 
Creep, we find these words: ‘ Non di- 
cit, Credo Deum, vel Credo Deo, quam- 
vis et hec saluti necessaria sint. Aliud 
enim est credere illi, aliud credere illum, 
aliud credere in illum. Credere illi, est 
credere vera esse que loquitur; Credere 
illum, credere quia ipse est Deus ; Cre- 
dere in illum, diligere illum.’ And 
though that collection of Sermons de tem- 
pore under the name of St. Augustin be 
not all his (divers of them being transla- 
tions of the Greek Homilies), yet this 
distinction may be collected out of other 
parts of his works. For, first, he distin- 
guisheth very clearly and seriously be- 
tween credere Deo, and credere in Deum. 
‘Nunquam aliquis Apostolorum dicere au- 
deret, Qui credit in me. Credimus Apo- 
stolo, sed non credimus in Apostolum.’ 
Tract. 54. in Psalm. And again : ‘ Credi- 
mus Paulo, sed non credimus in Paulum ; 
credimus Petro, sed non credimus in Pe- 
trum.’ Tract. 29. in Ioan. Secondly, he 
distinguisheth between credere Deum, and 
credere in Deum. ‘Multum interest, 
utrum quis credat ipsum esse Christum, 
et utrum credat in Christum. [Ille credit 
in Christum, qui et sperat in Christum, et 
diligit Christum.’ De verbis Dom. Serm. 
61. Aud, which is the sum of all, he puts 
a high value upon the preposition, as if, 
by virtue of the addition of in, the phrase 
did properly signify so great an accession 
unto faith: ‘ Quid est credere in Deum? 
Credendo amare, credendo diligere, cre- 
dendo in eum ire, et ejus membris incor- 
porari.’ Tract. 29. in Joan. Which doc- 
trine of St. Augustin’s being taken notice 
of by Peter Lombard, hath since been 
continued by the School-men ; and Aqui- 
nas, Sum. ii. 22, q. 2. §. 2.ad prim. bring- 
ing all three under one act of faith, hath 
been contradicted by Durand. in 3. Sent. 
dis. 23. q. 7. §. 6. ‘Credere in Deum 
non est precise actus fidei, sed fidei et 
caritatis simul ; et sunt etiam plures, et 
non unus actus tantum.’ By whose subtile, 
but yet clear, determination (as many of 
his are beyond the rest of the Schools), 
whatsoever is added by the preposition to 


believe, appears not to be a part of belief, 
but an act superadded to the act of faith. 

+ For yx is sometimes joined with 5, 
sometimes with 2: when with 5, it 
answers properly to movevew 70 O20, 
eredere Deo, (5 being nothing else but a 
significator of the case); when with 2 it 
corresponds to mirrevew Eig Tov @eav, credere 
in Deum, (1. being a preposition of the 
same nature with ¢i¢ or in). But yet there 
is so little, or rather no difference in the 
Hebrew, that in the first place where it is 
used, and that of the Father of the Faith- 
ful, even for the act of justifying faith, 
m2 yoxm) Gen. xv. 6. it is translated by 
the LXX. ual éwicrevcey ABedu ra Od, 
not ei¢ @eov, and that translation warrant- 
ed by St. Paul, Rom. iv. 3. Gal. iii. 6. 
and St. James ii. 23. In the same man- 
ner, 2 Kings xvii. 14. m7*2 DYaNT RD WN 
om>N is translated by the LXX. (as that 
translation is preserved in the Alexan- 
drian and Complutensian copies), of oix 
emiorevcay nveiwn Oso array. Besides, 
the same phrase is used in the same 
place both to God and to man, as 
Exod. xiv. 31. Way MwAA MAD WAX 
and they believed in God, and in his ser- 
vant Moses; which the Chaldee para- 
phrase explaineth thus, ow. wm 
May Twat MNNIIII) YT NIN Jona- 
than and Onkelos “Toya DR 
may mw mx'122) and they believed in 
the word of God, and in the prophecy of 
Moses his servant. And 2 Chron. xx. 20. 
PNIDII WYANT WON OAR MAA WNT 
ymoxum) Believe in the Lord your God, so 
shall ye be established ; believe in his pro- 
phets, so shall ye prosper, For although the 
Vulgar Latin, which our translation fol- 
loweth, hath made that distinction which 
the Hebrew maketh not: ‘Credite in 
Domino Deo vestro, et securi eritis ; cre- 
dite prophetis ejus, et cuncta evenient 
prospera:’ yet the Septuagint acknow- 
ledgeth no necessity of receding from the 
original phrase: gumorsicare ey uvelw Ta 
Oro vudv, nal eumiorrevOncecSe Eumiorrsy- 
Tare tv Weophirais avTov, ual evodwbicEerDE, 
Nor is it only attributed to Moses as 
joined with God, and so taken as it were 
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of the Old, from which the Jewish and Christian Greeks re- 
ceived that phrase of believing i, it hath no such peculiar and 
accumulative signification. For it is sometimes attributed to 
God, the author and original cause ; sometimes to the prophets, 
the immediate revealers of the faith; sometimes it is spoken 
of miracles, the motives to believe; sometimes of the Law of 
God, the material object of our faith. Among all which va- 
rieties of that phrase of speech, it is sufficiently apparent that 
in this confession of faith it is most proper to admit it in the. 
last acceptation, by which it is attributed to the material ob- 
ject of belief. For the Creep being nothing else but a brief 
comprehension of the most necessary matters of faith, whatso- 
ever is contained in it beside the first word I believe, by which 
we make confession of our faith, can be nothing else but part of 
those verities to be believed, and the act of belief in respect to 
them nothing but an assent unto them as divinely credible and 
infallible truths. Neither can we conceive that the ancient 
Greek Fathers of the Church could have any farther meaning 
in it, who make the whole body of the Creep to be of the same 
nature, as so many truths to be believed, acknowledged, and 
confessed ; insomuch as sometimes they use not believing in,* 
neither for the Father, Son, nor Holy Ghost; sometimes using 
it as to them, they continue the same to the following articles 
of, the Catholic Church, the Communion of Saints,+ &c. and ge- 


into the same phrase, but separately by 
himself, as Exod. xix. 9. ‘*The Lord 
said unto Moses, Lo, I come unto thee in 
a thick cloud, that the people may hear 
when I speak with thee, .x* Ja on 
now and believe in thee for ever.” And 
therefore when it was objected to St. 
Basil, that they did believe in Moses, as 
well as that they were baptized into 
Moses, and generally: 4 micrig cpeord- 
ynras ion nal eg Tove dvIpwaroug yeyeviic Das : 
the Father doth not deny the language, 
but interprets it: 4 elo adtdv mitts emt roy 
nvetov dvapéeerar. De Sp. S.c. 14. Neither 
is this only spoken of Moses and the pro- 
phets, that the Israelites believed in them, 
but of David, not as a prophet, but as 
a bare relater of his own actions, 1 Sam. 
XXVii. 12. TNT3 WDNR PORN nal. emioredOn 
Aauld tv ra Ayxots, LXX. ‘ Et credidit 
Achis in David,’ Vulg. ‘ Est ergo fides 
nostra primo quidem omnium in Domi- 
num nostrum Jesum Christum, conse- 
quenter vero etiam in omnes sanctos Pa- 
triarchas, vel Prophetas, vel Apostolos 
Christi.’ Orig. in Apol. Pamphil. p. 489. 
To conclude, this general phrase of be- 
lieving in, is originally attributed some- 
times to the supreme author of our Faith, 
as to God ; sometimes to the intervenient 
messengers, as the Prophets ; sometimes 
to the motives of our Faith, Psal.lxxvii.32. 


ynrxd53 wor Nd) LXX. wal ode éwlorsu- 
cay ty ToS Saunacios adrov, and they be- 
lieved not in his wondrous works ; some-- 
times to the object of it, or that which is 
believed, as Psalm cxix. 66. J‘myn2 
‘nyoxn I have believed in thy command- 
ments, as Mark i. 15, mirevere ty +o 
evayyenio. 

* Terevopeey ovy nat oceoroyodpeey Ever prdvoy 
adrnbivov nai ayadoy Oedv, xat Eva Tov provoyerii 
avToU vidv, wal Ev prdvoy mrEv Ma aytoy. S. Ba-~ 
sil. de Fide, c. 4. 

+ Arius and Euzoius in their confession 
delivered to Constantine : Mserevouev tic 
Eva Oey marten, nal cig Eva xdpioy Incody, xat 
Big TO aytov mrveUa, Hal Eig capKds dvaoTacw, 
nal elo Cwhy rod petAdAovTOS aidvos, nal Eig 
Bacsrgiav ovpaviv, xal elo uiay xadorsniv exe 
wArAngiay rou @eov.  Socrat. Hist. Eccl. 1. i, 
c. 26. Sozomen. |. ii. c. 27. Kathynors ray 
dariGotvov oxediaceica elo to mvsdua 
yoy, xal cig priay aylav nadorimny ExxAnciay, 
nat sig capuds avaeraciy, xal sig Conv aldvioy. 
S. Cyril. Hierosol. Catech. 18. Elo +0 srvev- 
fea To ayy, big pelav aylay xadormiv xat 
amrorroninny euxanciav, S. Epiphan. in Anc. 
§. 120. And in a larger confession : M:- 
orevomey bic prtay xaborixiy nal dororroAsKny 
ExnAnciay, uci elo Ev Bamriopd eTavolas, xat 
elo dvarract vexeav, nat &¢ Ractrsiav ovparay, 
nal Big Cwiv aiavoy, §. 121. 
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nerally speak of the Creep* as nothing but mere matter of 
faith, without any intimation of hope, love, or any such no- 
tion included in it.+ So that beheving in, by virtue of the 
phrase or manner of speech, whether we look upon the original 
use of it in the Hebrew, or the derivative in the Greek, or the 
sense of it in the first Christians in the Latin Church, can be 
of no farther real importance in the CrEeEp in respect of God, 
who immediately follows, than to acknowledge and assert his 
being or existence. Nor ought this to be imagined a slender 
notion or small part of the first Article of our faith, when it 
really is the foundation of this and all the rest; that as the 
CreEp is fundamental in respect of other truths, this is the 
foundation{ even of the fundamentals: ‘‘ for he that cometh to 
God must believe that he is.” (Heb. xi. 6.) And this I take 
for a sufficient explanation of the phrase, I believe in God, that 
is, I believe that God is. 

As for the matter or truth contained in these words so ex- 
plained, it admits a threefold consideration, first, of the notion 
of God, what is here understood by that name; secondly, of 
the existence of God, how we know or believe that he is; 
thirdly, the unity of God, in that though “ there be gods many, 
and lords many,” (1 Cor. viii. 5.) yet in our CREED we mention 
him as but one. When, therefore, we shall have clearly de- 
livered what is the true notion of God in whom we believe, 
how and by what means we come to assure ourselves of the 
existence of such a Deity, and upon what grounds we appre- 
hend him of such a transcendent nature that he can admit no 
competitor; then may we be conceived to have sufficiently 
explicated the former part of the first Article; then may every 
one understand what he says, and upon what ground he pro- 
ceeds, when he professeth, I believe in God. 

The name of God is attributed unto many, but here is to be 
understood of him who by way of eminency and excellency 
bears that name, and therefore is styled God of gods; ‘the 


* Greg. Nyss. calls them siceBete oegt 
@eod tororn ero. And Eusebius in his Con- 
fession exhibited to the council of Nice, 
concludes: Iierevouev nat elo Ev mvedua 
kyo, TUTWY ExtoToy sivat Hal DdpyEW Ts 
crevwres: signifying that every particular 
which he had rehearsed he believed to 
be. And that was all in the confession 
intended. Alexander, bishop of Alexan- 
dria, after a long declaration of the former 
articles concerning the Father and the Son, 
draws to a conclusion on the latter article 
thus : Teds 8 vi eiceBeia (1. evoeBet) rav- 


% ‘\ \ cm / a ~ 
Tn meet mwarpog nat viov doen EV TFVED [Ad 
&ysov deroroyorpreyv——pulay nat provny xa TorL~ 
xiv Thy aworTOAMAY EXXANTIAyY——[LETA TOd= 


tov (vel rovro) Ex vexpav dvdoracw oidapcev. 
Theodor. Hist. Eccl.1.i.c.4. So Tertull, de 
Prescript. adv. Heret.c.13. ‘ Regula est 


fidei illa qua creditur, Unum omnino Deum 
esse:’ and adv. Praream,c.2.where hemakes 
another rehearsal of his Creed, he begins 
with: ‘ Unicum quidem Deum credimus.’ 
+ ‘Non est amor Dei Articulus, neque 
etiam amor proximi; quia etiamsi sint 
precepta generalia activa, tamen cum 
actio contineatur, non oportet eum consti- 
tuere articulum: sed ista sunt fidei dog- 
mata, que sunt columne et fundamenta 
legis divina.’ Is. Abravanel de cap. fidei, 
c. 11.‘ Primus est deorum cultus, deos. 
credere.’” Sen. Epist. xcv. p. 470. 
wy ys moan Ty) mp np ¢ 
RYNI7OD NVI NIT PWR yd OW the foun- 
dation of foundations and pillar of wisdoms 
is to know, that the first Being is, and that 
it giveth existence to every thing which is. 
Maimonides de Fundamen. Legis, c. 1. 
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Lord our God is God of gods, and Lord of lords: (Deut. x. 
17. Psalm cxxxvi. 2. Dan. ii. 47. xi. 36.) and in the same re- 
spect is called ‘the most high God,’ (Gen. xiv. 18—20. 22.) 
(others being but inferior, or under him), and, ‘‘ God over or 
above all.” (Rom. ix. 5. Ephes. iv. 6.)* This eminency and 
excellency, by which these titles become proper unto him, 
and incommunicable to any other, is grounded upon the Divine 
nature or essence, which all other who are called gods have 
not, and therefore are not by nature gods. ‘Then when ye 
knew not God (saith St. Paul), ye did service to them which 
by nature are not gods.” (Gal. iv. 8.) There is then a God by 
nature, and others which are called gods, but by nature are 
not so: for either they have no power at all, because no being, 
but only in the false opinions of deceived men, as the gods of 
the heathen; or if they have any real power or authority, from 
whence some are called gods} in the Scripture, yet they have 
it not from themselves or of their own nature, but from him who 
‘only hath immortality,” (1 Tim. vi. 16.) and consequently 
only Divinity, and therefore is ‘“‘the only true God.” (John 
xvil. 3.) So that the notion of a Deity doth at last expressly 
signify a Being or nature of infinite perfection ;{ and the infi- 
nite perfection of a nature or being consisteth in this, that it 
be absolutely and essentially necessary, an actual being of 
itself; and potential or causative of all beings beside itself, 
independent from any other, upon which all things else de- 
pend, and by which all things else are governed. It is true, 
indeed, that to give a perfect definition of God is impossible, 
neither can our finite reason hold any proportion with infinity ; 
but yet a sense of this Divinity we have, and the first and 
common notion of it consists in these three particulars; that it: 
is a Being of itself, and independent from any other ; that it is 
that upon which all things which are made depend; that it 
governs all things. And this I conceive sufficient as to the first 
consideration, in reference to the notion of a God. 

As for the existence of such a Being, how it comes to be 
known unto us, or by what means we are assured of it, is not 
so unanimously agreed upon, as that itis. For although some 
have imagined that the knowledge of a Deity is connatural to 
the soul of man, so that every man hath a connate inbred no- 
tion of a God; yet I rather conceive the soul of man to have 
no connatural knowledge at all, no particular notion of any 
thing in it, from the beginning; but being we can have no 
assurance of its pre-existence, we may more rationally judge it 
to receive the first apprehensions of things by sense, and by 


* « Tmprimis necesse est concedatisesse ego dixi, loquentis est potius sermo quam 
aliquem sublimiorem Deum et mancipem rei nomen.’ S. Hilar. de Trin. 1. vii. c. 10. 


quendam divinitatis, qui ex hominibus t ‘Deus plene ac perfecte divinitatis 
Deos fecerit.? Tertull. adv. Gentes, c. 11. est nomen.’ S. Hilar. de Trin. |. xi. c. 48. 
+ ‘ Ego divi, Dii estis ; sed in eoindulti ‘Deus substantie ipsius nomen, id est, 


nominis significatio est: et ubirefertur, divinitatis.’ Tertull. adv. Herm. c. 3. 


I BELIEVE IN GOD. py 


them to make all rational collections. If then the soul of 
man be at the first like a fair smooth table, without any actual 
characters or knowledge imprinted in it; if all the knowledge 
which we have comes successively by sensation, instruction, 
and rational collection; then must we not refer the apprehen- 
sion of a Deity to any connate notion or inbred opinion; at 
least we are assured God never charged us with the know- 
ledge of him upon that account. 

Again, although others do affirm, that the existence of God 
is a truth evident of itself, so as whosoever hears but these 
terms once named, that God 2s, cannot choose but acknow- 
ledge it for a certain and infailible truth upon the first appre- 
hension: that as no man can deny that the whole is greater 
than any part, who knoweth only what is meant by whole, and 
what by part: so no man can possibly deny or doubt of the 
existence of God, who knows but what is meant by God, and 
what it is to be; yet can we not ground our knowledge of 
God’s existence upon any such clear and immediate evidence: 
nor were it safe to lay it upon such a ground, because who- 
soever should deny it, could not by this means be convinced ; 
it being a very irrational way of instruction to tell a man that 
doubts of this truth, that he must believe it because it is evi- 
dent unto him, when he knows that he therefore only doubts 
of it, because it is not evident unto him. 

Although therefore that, God ts, be of itself an immediate, 
certain, necessary truth, yet must it be* evidenced and made 
apparent unto us by its connexion to other truths; so that 
the being of a Creator may appear unto us by his creature, 
and the dependency of inferior entities may lead us to a clear 
acknowledgment of the supreme and independent Being. 
The wisdom of the Jews thought this method proper, “ for by 
the greatness and beauty of the creatures, proportionably the 
Maker of them is seen :” (Wisd. of Sol. xii. 5.) and not only 
they, but St. Paul hath taught us, that “ the invisible things of 
God, from the creation of the world, are clearly seen, being 
understood by the things that are made, even his eternal 
power and Godhead.” (Rom. i. 20.)+ For if Phidias could so 


* «Hee propositio, Deus est, quantum 


in se est, per se nota est, quia predica- 


tum est idem cum subjecto, Deus enim 
est suum esse. Sed quia nos non scimus 
de Deo quid est, non est nobis per se 
nota, sed indiget demonstrari per ea que 
sunt magis nota quoad nos, et minus nota 
quoad naturam, scilicet per effectus.’ 
Aquin. 1. p. q. 2. art. 2, 

+ This place must be vindicated from 
the false gloss of Socinus, who contends, 
that it cannot be proved from the crea- 
ture that there is a God, and therefore to 
this place of St. Paul answers thus: 


‘Sciendum est verba a creatione mundi 


debere conjungi cum verbo invisibilia—ait 
igitur eo in loco Apostolus, eternam divi- 
nitatem Dei, i.id quod nos Deus perpetuo 
facere vult (Divinitas enim hoc sensu alibi 
quoque apud ipsum enunciatur, ut Col. 
ll. 9.), aternamque potentiam, i. promis- 
siones que nunquam intercident (quo 
sensu paulo superius dixerat Evangelium 
esse potentiam Dei), hec, inquam, que 
nunquam postquam mundus creatus est 
ab hominibus visa fuerant, 1. non fuerant 
eis cognita, per opera, hoc est, per mira- 
biles ipsius Dei et divinorum hominum, 


" preesertim vero Christi et Apostolorum 


ejus, operationes, conspecta fuisse.’ In 
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contrive a piece of his own work,* as in it to preserve the 
memory of himself, never to be obliterated without the de- 
struction of the work, well may we read the great Artificer of 
the world in the works of his own hands, and by the existence 
of any thing demonstrate the first cause of all things. 

We find by the experience of ourselves, that some things in 
this world have a beginning, before which they were not; the 
account of the years of our age sufficiently infer our nativities, 
and they our conceptions, before which we had no being. 
Now if there be any thing which had a beginning, there must 
necessarily be something which had no beginning, because 
nothing can be a beginning to itself. Whatsoever is, must of 
necessity either have been made, or not made; and something 


which explication there is nothing which 
is not forced and distorted ; for though 
his first observation seems plausible, yet 
there is no validity in it. He bringeth 
only for proof, Matt. xiii, 35. xengupprtva 
amd naracornc xécyov, which proves not 
at all that aad xticews has the same 
sense: and it is more probable that it 
hath not, because that is usually ex- 
pressed by dm’ apxiig xtizews, Mark x. 6. 
and xiii. 19. 2 Pet. iii. 4. never by dao 
uticews. Besides the xexpuspeéva in St. 
Matthew bears not that analogy with 
a&opara which Socinus pretends, signifying 
not things unseen or unknown till then, 
but only obscure sayings or parables ; for 
which purpose those words were pro- 
duced out of the Psalms by the Evange- 
list, to prove that the Messias was to 
speak in parables, in the original nin 
otpin LXX. wpoCanuara an’ apyiic, 1. 
wise ancient sayings, which were not un- 
seen and unknown, for it immediately 
followeth, which we have heard and known, 
and our fathers have told us, Psal. lxxviii. 3. 
And though he would make out this in- 
terpretation, by accusing other interpre- 
ters of unfaithfulness: ‘ Plerique inter- 
pretes, ex prepositione a, ex fecerunt, 
contra ipsorum Grecorum Codicum fidem, 
qui non éx xtizews, sed dard xricewe habent :’ 
yet there is no ground for such a calumny, 
because aa¢ may be, and is often ren- 
dered e or ex as well as éx, as Matt. iii. 4. 
amd Tery ay xapendrou, € pilis camelinis, vil. 4. 
amd Tod opbarmod cov, ex oculo tuo, 16. dard 
anavOayv, ex spinis; and even in the sense 
which Socinus contends for, Matt. xvii. 18. 
amd vig apn éxsivnc, V.T. ev illa hora, as 
Tully, 1 de Fin. 51. ‘ Ex ea die,’ and 
Virgil, ‘ Ex illo Corydon, Corydon est 
tempore nobis,’ Ecl. vii. 70. and, ‘ Tem- 
pore jam ex illo casus mihi cognitus 
urbis Trojane.’ A:n.i. 623. So the Greek 
dard jaépous the Latins render ex parte, amd 
Tov trou, ex equo: of which examples are 
innumerable. There is no unfaithfulness 


then imputable to the interpreters: nor 
can such pitiful criticisms give any ad- 
vantage to the first part of Socinus’s ex- 
position. Howsoever the Catholic inter- 
pretation depends not on those words 
aad xticews, but on the consideration of 
the persons, that is the Gentiles, and the 
other words, srotiact voovpeva, which he 
farther perverts, rendering them the mi- 
raculous operations of Christ and his apo- 
stles, or, as one of our learned men, their 
doings, mistaking oinuza, which is from 
the passive wemoinuat, for goincic, from 
the active éqoinca: for moinua is properly 
the thing made or created, not the opera- 
tion or doing of it; as xticrg is sometimes 
taken for the creature, sometimes for the 
creation, but xticja is the creature only. 
As therefore we read, 1 Tim. iv. 4. ay 
utiopzn Oe00 xadrcy, so Eph. ii. 10, abrod 
yap Ecpev woinua, In this sense spake 
Thales properly: TWeer€utaroy ray ovray 
Osic, dyevmrov yag* uAAMoToY RoorKLOG, Troinpect 
yap Oeodv. Laert. Thal. p. 9. ed. Rom. 
1594. The other interpretations, which 
he was forced to, are yet more extrava- 
gant: as when he renders the eternal 
Godhead, ‘ that which God would always 
have us do,’ or ‘his everlasting will,’ 
and proves that rendition by another place 
of St. Paul, Col. ii. 9. ‘*For in him 
dwelleth all the fulness of the Godhead 
bodily ;” that is, says he, ‘all the will of 
God’ (whereas it is most certain, that 
where the Godhead is, especially where 
the fuiness, even all the fulness of the 
Godhead is, there must be all the attri- 
butes as well as the will of God): and 
when he interprets the eternal power to be 
‘the promises which shall never fail ;’ 
and thinks he has sufficiently proved it, 
because the same apostle calls the Gos- 
pel the power of God. For by this way of 
interpretation no sentence of Scripture 
can have any certain sense. 

* In the shield of Pallas, Arist. de 
Mundo, c. vi. post med. 
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there must needs be which was never made, because all things 
cannot be made. For whatsoever is made, is made by ano- 
ther, neither can any thing produce itself; otherwise it would 
follow, that the same thing is and is not at the same instant in 
the same respect: it is, because a producer; it is not, because 
to be produced : it is therefore in being, and is not in being ; 
which is a manifest contradiction. If then all things which 
are made were made by some other, that other which produced 
them either was itself produced, or was not: and if not, then 
have we already an independent being ; if it were, we must at 
last come to something which was never made, or else admit 
either a circle of productions, in which the effect shall make 
its own cause, or an *infinite succession in causalities, by 
which nothing will be made: both which are equally impos- 
sible. Something then we must confess was never made, 
something which never had beginning. And although these 
effects or dependent beings, singly considered by themselves, 
do not infer one supreme cause and maker of them all, yet the 
admirable order and + connexion of things shew as much; and 
this one supreme Cause is God. For all things which we see 
or know have their existence for some end, which no man who 
considereth the uses and utilities of every species can deny. 
Now whatsoever is and hath its being for some end, of that the 
end for which it is must be thought the cause; and a final 
cause is no otherwise the cause of any thing than as it moves 
the efficient cause to work : from whence we cannot but collect 
a prime efficient Cause of all things, endowed with infinite 
wisdom, who having a full comprehension of the ends of all, 
designed, produced, and disposed all things to those ends. 
Again, as all things have their existence, so have they also 
their operations for some end ;{ and whatsoever worketh so, 
must needs be directed to it. Although then those creatures 
which are endued with reason can thereby apprehend the 
goodness of the end for which they work, and make choice of 
such means as are proportionable and proper for the obtain- 
ing of it, and so by their own counsel direct themselves unto 
it: yet can we not conceive that other natural agents, whose 
operations flow from a bare instinct, can be directed in their 
actions by any counsel of their own. The stone doth not 
deliberate whether it shall descend, nor doth the wheat take 
counsel whether it shall grow or not. Even men in natural 
actions use no act of deliberation: we do not advise how our 
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heart shall beat, though without that pulse we cannot live; 
when we have provided nutriment for our stomach, we take 
no counsel how it shall be digested there, or how the chyle is 
distributed to every part for the reparation of the whole; the 
mother which conceives takes no care how that conceptus shall 
be framed, how all the parts shall be distinguished, and by 
what means or ways the child shall grow within her womb: 
and yet all these operations are directed to their proper ends, 
and that with a greater reason, and therefore by a greater wis- 
dom, than what proceeds from any thing of human understand- 
ing. What then can be more clear, that that those natural 
agents which work constantly for those ends which they them- 
selves cannot perceive, must be directed by some high and 
overruling wisdom? And who can be their director in all their 
operations tending to those ends, but he who gave them their 
beings for those ends? And who is that, but the great Artifi- 
cer who works in all of them? For art is so far the imitation 
of nature, that if it were not in the artificer, but * in the thing 
itself which by art is framed, the works of art and nature 
would be the same. Were that which frames a watch within 
it, and all those curious wheels wrought without the hand of 
man, it would seem to grow into that form; nor would there 
be any distinction between the making of that watch, and the 
growing of a plant. Now what the artificer is to works of art, 
who orders and disposes them to other ends than by nature 
they were made, that is the Maker of all things to all natural 
agents, directing all their operations to ends which they can- 
not apprehend ; and thus appears the Maker to be the ruler 
of the world,{ the steerer of this great ship, the law of this 
universal commonwealth, the general of all the hosts of hea- 
ven and earth. By these ways, as by the {testimony of the 
creature, we come to find an eternal and independent Being, 
upon which all things else depend, and by which all things 
else are governed; and this we have before supposed to be 
the first notion of God. 

Neither is this any private collection or particular ratioci- 
nation, but the public and universal reason of the world. § 
No age so distant, no country so remote, no people so bar- 
barous, but gives a sufficient testimony of this truth. When 
the Roman Eagle flew over most parts of the habitable world, 
they met with atheism no where, but rather by their miscellany 
deities at Rome, which grew together with their victories, they 
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shewed no nation was without its God. And since the later 
art of navigation improved hath discovered another part of 
the world, with which no former commerce hath been known, 
although the customs of the people be much different, and 
their manner of religion hold small correspondency with any 
in these parts of the world professed, yet in this all agree, that 
some religious observances they retain, and a Divinity they 
acknowledge. Or if any nation be discovered which maketh 
no profession of piety, and exerciseth no religious obsery- 
ances, it followeth not from thence that they acknowledge no 
God ; for they may only deny his providence, as the Epicu- 
reans did; or if any go farther, their numbers are so few, that 
they must be inconsiderablé in respect of mankind. And 
therefore so much of the Creep hath been the general con- 
fession of all nations,* I believe in God. Which were it not 
a most certain truth grounded upon principles obvious unto 
all, what reason could be given of so universal a consent; or 
how can it be imagined that all men should conspire to de- 
ceive themselves and their posterity ? + 

Nor is the reason only general, and the consent unto it uni- 
versal, but God hath still preserved and quickened the wor- 
ship due unto his name, by the patefaction of himself. Things 
which are to come are so beyond our knowledge, that the 
wisest man can but conjecture: and being we are assured of 
the contingency of future things, and our ignorance of the 
concurrence of several free causes to the production of an ef- 
fect, we may be sure that certain and infallible predictions 
are clear divine patefactions. For none but he who made all 
things and gave them power to work, none but he who ruleth 
all things and ordereth and directeth all their operations to 
their ends, none but he upon whose will the actions of all 
things depend, can possibly be imagined to foresee the effects 
depending merely on those causes. And therefore by what 
means we may be assured of a prophecy, by the same we 
may be secured of a Divinity. Except then all the annals of 
the world were forgeries, and all remarks of history designed to 
put a cheat upon posterity, we can have no pretence to suspect 
God’s existence, having so ample testimonies of his influence. 

The works of nature appear by observation uniform, and 
there is a certain sphere of every body’s power and activity. 
If then any action be performed, which is not within the 
compass of the power of any natural agent; if any thing be 
wrought by the intervention of a body which beareth no pro- 
portion to it, or hath no natural aptitude so to work; it must 
be ascribed to a cause transcending all natural causes, and 


* «Nulla gens usquam est adeo con- t ‘Nec in hunc furorem omnes mor- 
tral eges moresque projecta, ut non ali- _ tales consensissent alloquendi surda nu- 
quos Deos credat.’ Sen. epist. cxvii. p. mina et inefficaces Deos.’ Sen. |. iv. de 
577. benef. c. 4. 
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disposing all their operations. Thus every miracle proves its 
author, and every act of omnipotency is a sufficient demon- 
stration of a Deity. And that man must be possessed with a 
strange opinion of the wickedness of our fathers, and the tes- 
timony of all former ages, who shall deny that ever any mira- 
cle was wrought. “We have heard with our ears, O God, 
our fathers have told us what works thou didst in their days, 
in the times of old.—Blessed be the Lord God, who only doeth 
wondrous works.” (Psal. xliv. 1. Ixxii. 18.) 

Nor are we only informed by the necessary dependency of 
all things on God, as effects upon their universal cause, or 
his external patefactions unto others, and the consentient ac- 
knowledgment of mankind; but-every particular person hath 
a particular remembrancer in himself, as a sufficient testimony 
of his Creator, Lord, and Judge. We know there is a great 
force of conscience in all men, by which their “ thoughts are 
ever accusing, or excusing them:” (Rom. ii. 15.) they feel a 
comfort in those virtuous actions which they find themselves 
to have wrought according to their rule, a sting and secret 
remorse for all vicious acts and impious machinations. Nay 
those who strive most to deny a God, and to obliterate all 
sense of Divinity out of their own souls, have not been least 
sensible of this remembrancer in their breasts. It is true 
indeed, that a false opinion of God, and a superstitious per- 
suasion which hath nothing of’ the true God in it, may breed 
a remorse of conscience in those who think it true; and there- 
fore some may hence collect that the force of conscience is 
only grounded upon an opinion of a Deity, and that opinion 
may be false. But if it be a truth, as the testimonies of the 
wisest writers of most different persuasions, and experience 
of all sorts of persons of most various inclinations, do agree, 
that the remorse of conscience can never be obliterated, then 
it rather proveth than supposeth an opinion of a Divinity; 
and that man which most peremptorily denieth God’s exist- 
ence is the greatest argument himself that there is a God. Let 
Caligula profess himself an atheist, and with that profession 
hide his head, or run under his bed, when the thunder strikes 
his ears, and lightning flashes in his eyes; those terrible 
works of nature put him in mind of the power, and his own 
put of the justice of God; whom while in his wilful opinion 

e weakly denieth, in his involuntary action he strongly as- 
serteth. So that a Deity will either be granted or extorted, 
and where it is not acknowledged it will be manifested. Only 
unhappy is that man who denies him to himself, and proves 
him to others; who will not* acknowledge his existence, 
of whose power he cannot be ignorant, “God is not far from 
every one of us.” (Acts xvii. 27.) The proper discourse of 


* ¢«Hec est summa delicti, nolle agnoscere quem ignorare non possis.’ 
S. Cyprian. de Idol. Van. §. 5. fin. 
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_ St. Paul to the philosophers of Athens was, that “ they might 
feel after him and find him.” (Ibid.) Some children have 
been so ungracious as to refuse to give the honour due unto 
their parent, but never any so irrational as to deny they had 
a father. As for those who have dishonoured God, it may 
stand most with their interest, and therefore they may wish 
there were none ; but cannot consist with their reason to assert 
there is none, when even the very poets of the heathen have 
taught us ‘that we are his offspring.” (Acts xvil. 28.) 

It is necessary thus to believe there is a God, First, Be- 
cause there can be no divine faith without this belief. For 
all faith is therefore only divine, because it relieth upon the 
authority of God giving testimony to the object of it ; but that 
which hath no being can have no authority, can give no tes- 
timony. The ground of his authority is his veracity, the 
foundations of his veracity are his omniscience and sanctity, 
both which suppose his essence and existence, because what 
is not is neither knowing nor holy. 

Secondly, It is necessary to believe a Deity, that thereby 
we may acknowledge such a nature extant as is worthy of, 
and may justly challenge from us, the highest worship and 
adoration. For it were vain to be religious and to exercise 
devotion, except there were a Being to which all such holy 
applications were most justly due. Adoration implies sub- 
mission and dejection, so that while we worship we cast down 
ourselves : there must be therefore some great eminence in the 
object worshipped, or else we should dishonour our own nature 
in the worship of it. But when a Being is presented of that 
intrinsical and necessary perfection, that it depends on no- 
thing, and all things else depend on that, and are wholly 
governedand disposed by it, this worthily calls us to our knees, 
and shews the humblest of our devotions to be but just and 
loyal retributions. 

This necessary truth hath been so universally received, that 
we Shall always find all nations of the world more prone unto 
idolatry than to atheism, and readier to multiply than to deny 
the Deity. But our faith teacheth us equally to deny them 
both, and each of them is renounced in these words, I believe 
in God. First, in God affirmatively, I believe he is, against 
atheism. Secondly, zn God exclusively, not in gods, against 
polytheism and idolatry. Although therefore the evistence and 
unity of God be two distinct truths, yet are they of so necessary 
dependence and intimate coherence, that both may be expressed 
by* one word, and included in one + Article. 


* «Solum Deum confirmas, quem tan- 
tum Deum nominas.’ Tertull. de Testim. 
Anime, c. 2.. When Leo, bishop of Rome, 
in an Epistle to Flavianus, had written 
these words, ep. x.c. 2. ‘ Fidelium uni- 
versitas profitetur credere se in Deum 


Patrem omnipotentem, et in Jesum Chris- 
tum Filium ejus :’ one of the Eutychians 
objected with this question: ‘Cur non 
dixeritin unum Deum Patrem, et in unum 
Jesum, juxta Niceni Decretum Concilii?” 


a To which Vigilius, bishop of Trent, or 
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And that the unity of the Godhead is concluded in this Ar- 
ticle is apparent, not only because the Nicene Council so ex- 
pressed it by way of exposition, but also because this CREED 
in the *churches of the east, before the Council of Nice, had 
that addition in it, I believe in one God. Webegin our CREED 
then as +Plato did his chief and prime epistles, who gave this 
distinction to his friends, that the name of God was “prefixed 
before those that were more serious and remarkable, but of gods, 
in the plural, to such as were more vulgar and trivial. “ Unto 
thee it was shewed (saith Moses to Israel), that thou mightest 
know that the Lord he is God, there is none else beside him.” 
(Deut.iv. 35.) And as the Law, so the Gospel teacheth us the 
same. ‘“ We know that an idol is nothing in the world, and 
there is none other God but one.” (1 Cor, vi. 4.) This unity 
of the Godhead will easily appear as necessary as the existence, 
so that it must be as impossible there should be more gods than 
one, as that there should be none: which will clearly be de- 
monstrated, first, out of the nature of God, to which multipli- 
cation is repugnant ; and secondly, from the government as he 
is Lord, in which we must not admit confusion. 

For, first, the nature of God consists in this, that he is the 
prime and original cause of all things, as an independent — 
Being upon which all things else depend, and likewise the ulti- 
mate end or final cause of all; but in this sense two prime 
causes are imaginable, and for ‘all things to depend of one, and 
to be more independent beings than one, is a clear contradic- 
tion. This primity God requires to be attributed to himself ; 
«« Hearken unto me, O Jacob, and Israel my called, I am he, i 
am the first, Lalso am the last.” (Isa. xlviii. 12.) And from 
this primity he challengeth his unity; “Thus saith the Lord, 
the King of Israel, and ae Redeemer the Lord of Hosts, lam 
the first, and I am the last, and beside me there is no God.” 
(isa. xlivy 6.) 


rather of Tapsus, gives this answer : 
‘Sed Rome et antequam Nicena Syno- 
dus conveniret, a temporibus Apostolorum 
usque ad nunc, ita fidelibus Symbolum 
traditur, nec prejudicant verba ubi sen- 
sus incolumis permanet : magis enim cum 
D, J. Christi sententia hec fidei professio 
facit, dicentis, Creditis in Dewm, et in me 
eredite: (loan. xiv. 1.) nec dixit in unum 
Deum Patrem, et in unum meipsum. 
Quis enim nesciat, unum esse Deum, et 
unum J. Christum Filium ejus.’ Vigil. 
J. iv. contra Eutych. §. 1. 

+ Rab. Chasdai in Or Adonai. R. Jo- 
seph Albo in Hikkarim. 

* « Orientales Ecclesiz omnes ista tra- 
dunt: Credo in unum Deum Patrem omni- 
potentem. Ruff. in Symb. §. 4. ‘Bene 
hec omnia poterunt ad solos Hereticos 
pertinere, quia falsaverunt Symbolum, 


dum alter dixerit duos Deos, cum Deus 
unus sit.” Optat. 1. 1. p. 13. ed. Lond. 
1631. ‘Nos enim et scimus, et legimus, 
et credimus, et tenemus, unum esse 
Deum, qui fecit celum pariter ac terram, 
quoniam nec alterum novimus, nec nosse, 
cum nullus sit, aliquando poterimus.’ 
Novatianus de Trinit. c. 30. And before 
all these Irenzus, citing under the title 
of Scripture, a passage out of the book 
of Hermas, called Pastor : ‘ Bene ergo 
Scriptura dicit, Primo omnium crede quo- 
niam unus est Deus, qui omnia constituit 
et consummavit, et fecit ex eo quod non 
erat, ut essent omnia, omnium capax, et 
qui a nemine capiatur.’ |. iv. c. 37. 

ph Euseb, in demonstr. Evang. 1. iil. §. 

‘.p. 129. The passage is yet extant in 
ike epistles of Plato. 
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Again, if there were more gods than one, then were not all 
perfections in one, neither formally, by reason of their distinc- 
tion, nor eminently and virtually, for then one should have 
power to produce the other, and that nature which is produc- 
ibleis not divine. But all acknowledge God to be absolutely 
and infinitely perfect, in whom all perfections imaginable which 
are simply such must be contained formally, and all others 
which imply any mixture of imperfection virtually. 

But were no arguments brought from the infinite perfections 
of the divine nature able to convince us, yet were the consi- 
deration of his supreme dominion sufficient to persuade us. 
The will of God is infinitely free, and by that freedom doth he 
govern and dispose of all things. ‘‘ He doth according to his 
will in the army of heaven, and among the inhabitants of the 
earth,” (Dan. iv. 35.) said Nebuchadnezzar out of his experi- 
ence; and St. Paul expresseth him as “ working all things after 
the counsel of his own will.” (Ephes.i. 11.) If then there 
were more supreme governors of the world than one, each of 
them absolute and free, they might have contrary determina- 
tions concerning the same thing, than which nothing can be 
more prejudicial unto government. God is a God of order, 
not confusion; and therefore of unity, not admitting multipli- 
cation. Ifit be better that the *Universe should be governed 
by one than many, we may be assured that it is so, because 
nothing must be conceived of God but what is best. He there- 
fore who made all things, by that right is Lord of all, and be- 
cause all tpower is his, he alone ruleth over all. 

Now God is not only one, but hath a unityt peculiar to 
himself by which he is the only God; and that not only by 
way of actuality, but also of possibility. Every individual 
man is one, but so as there isa second and a third, and con- 
sequently every one is part of a number, and concurring to a 
multitude. The sun indeed is one; so as there is neither 
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+ *‘Unus omnium Dominus est Deus : 
neque enim illa sublimitas potest habere 
consortem, cum sola omnem teneat po- 
testatem.’ S. Cyprian. de Idol. Vanit. §. 5. 
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is not like to that of the individuals of this 
world, neither is he one by way of species 
comprehending many individuals, neither one 
in the manner of a body which is divisible 
into parts and extremes: but he is so one, 
as no unity like his is to be found in the 


Omnipotentem, et unum. Dominum, hoc 
modo intelligendum est, unum non nu- 
mero dici, sed universitate: verbi gratia, 
si quis dicat unum hominem, aut unum 
equum, hic unum pro numero posuit, 
potest enim et alius homo esse, et tertius, 
vel equus. Ubi autem secundus et ter- 
tius non potest jungi, unus si dicatur, 
non numeri, sed universitatis est nomen. 
Ut si exempli causa dicamus unum So- 
lem, hic unus ita dicitur ut alius vel ter- 
tius addi non possit; multo magis Deus 
cum unus dicitur, unus non numeri, sed 
universitatis vocabulo nuncupatar, id est, 
qui propterea unus dicatur, quod alius 
non sit.’ Ruffin. in Symb. §. 6. 


D2 
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third nor second sun, at least within the same vortex: but 
though there be not, yet there might have been ; neither in the 
unity of the solar nature is there any repugnancy to plurality ; 
for that God which made this world, and in this “ the sun to 
rule the day,” might have made another world by the same 
fecundity of his omnipotency, and another sun to rule in that. 
Whereas in the divine nature there is an intrinsical and es- 
sential singularity, because no other being can have any ex- 
istence but from that; and whatsoever essence hath its exist- 
ence from another is not God. “ I am the Lord (saith he), 
and there is none else, there is no God besides me: that they 
may know from the rising of the sun, and from the west, that 
there is none besides me, | am the Lord, and there is none 
else.” (Isa. xlv. 5,6. Deut. iv. 35. and xxxii. 39, Psal. xviii. 
31.) He who hath infinite knowledge knoweth no other God 
beside himself. ‘‘ Is there a God besides me? yea, there is no 
God, I know not any.” (Isa. xlv. 18. 21, 22. and xliv. 8.) 
And we who believe in him, and desire to enjoy him, need 
for that end to know no other God but him: ‘‘ For this is life 
eternal, that they might know thee the only true God ;” (John 
xvii. 3.)* as certainly one, as God. 

It is necessary thus to believe the unity of the Godhead, 
that being assured there is a nature worthy of our devotions, 
and challenging our religious subjection, we may learn to 
know whose that nature is to which we owe our adorations, 
lest our minds should wander and fluctuate in our worship 
about various and uncertain objects. If we should apprehend 
more gods than one, I know not what could determine us in 
any instant to the actual adoration of any one: for where no 
difference doth appear (as, if there were many, and all by na- 
ture gods, there could be none), what inclination could we 
have, what reason could we imagine, to prefer or elect any one 
before the rest for the object of our devotions? Thus is it 
necessary to believe the unity of God in respect of us who are 
obliged to worship him. 

Secondly, It is necessary to believe the unity of God in re- 
spect of him who is to be worshipped. Without this acknow- 
ledgment we cannot give unto God the things which are God’s, 
it being part of the worship and honour due unto God, to ac- 
cept of no compartner with him. When the Law was given, 
in the observance whereof the religion of the Israelites con- 


* «Veritas Christiana districte pro- 
nunciavit, Deus si nun unus est, non est ; 
quia dignius credimus non esse, quodcun- 
que non ita fuerit ut esse debebit.’ Ter- 
tull. adv. Marcion. |. i. c. 3. ©‘ Deus cum 
summum magnum sit, recte veritas nostra 
pronunciavit, Deus si non unus est, non est. 
Non quasi dubitemus esse Deum, di- 
cendo, si non unus, non est Deus; sed 


quia, quem confidimus esse, idem defini- 
amus esse, quod si non est, Deus non est, 
summum scilicet magnum. Porro, sum- 
mum magnum unicum sit necesse est, 
ergo et Deus unicus erit, non aliter Deus, 
nisi summum magnum ; nec aliter sum- 
mum magnum, nisi parem non habens ; 
nec aliter parem non habens, nisi unicus 
fuerit.’ Ibid. 
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sisted, the first precept was this prohibition, “Thou shalt have 
no other gods before me ;”’ (Exod. xx. 3.) and whosoever 
violateth this, denieth the foundation on which all the rest de- 
pend, as the * Jews observe. This is the true reason of that 
strict precept by which all are commanded to give divine 
worship to God only, *‘ Thou shalt worship the Lord thy God, 
and him only shalt thou serve;” (Matt. iv. 10.) because he 
alone is God: him only shalt thou fear, because he alone hath 
infinite power ; in him only shalt thou trust, because “ he only 
is our rock and our salvation;” (Psal. lxii. 2.) to him alone 
shalt thou direct thy devotions, because ‘ he only knoweth 
the hearts of the children of men.” (2 Chron. vi. 30.) Upon 
this foundation the whole heart of man is entirely required of 
him, and engaged to him. ‘ Hear, O Israel, the Lord our God 
is one God: And (or rather, Therefore) thou shalt love the 
Lord thy God with all thine heart, and with all thy soul, and 
with all thy might.” (Deut. vi. 4, 5.) Whosoever were truly 
and by nature God, could not choose but challenge our love 
upon the ground of an infinite excellency, and transcendent 
beauty of holiness; and therefore if there were more Gods 
than one, our love must necessarily be terminated unto t more 
than one, and consequently divided between them ; and as our 
love, so also the proper effect thereof, our cheerful and ready 
obedience, which, like the child propounded to the judgment 
of Solomon, as soon as it is divided, 1s destroyed. ‘* No man 
can serve two masters: for either he will hate the one, and 
love the other: or else he will hold to the one, and despise the 
other.” (Matt. vi. 24.) 

Having thus described the first notion of a God, having de- ~ 
monstrated the existence and unity of that God, and having in 
these three particulars comprised all which can be contained 
in this part of the Article, we may now clearly deliver, and 
every particular Christian understand, what it is he says when 
he makes his confesszon in these words, I believe in God: which 
in correspondence with the precedent discourse may be thus 
expressed : 

Forasmuch as by all things created is made known the 
“‘ eternal power and Godhead,” (Rom. 1. 20.) and the depen- 
dency of all limited beings infers an infinite and independent 
essence ; whereas all things are for some end, and all their 
operations directed to it, although they cannot apprehend 
that end for which they are, and in prosecution of which they 


* Moses Maimon. de Fundam. Legis, superstitio potius quam religio crede- 


c. 1.9.3: 

+t ‘ Numerus divinitatis summa ra- 
tione constare deberet, vel quoniam et 
cultura ejus in anceps deduceretur. Ecce 
enim, duos intuens Deos tam pares quam 
duo summa magna, quid facerem si ambos 
colerem? Vererer, ne abundantia officii 


retur : quia duos tam pares et in altero 
ambos possem in uno demereri : hoc ipso 
testimonium prestans parilitati et unitati 
eorum, dum alterum in altero venerarer, 
dum in uno mihi duo sunt.’ Tertull. adv. 
Marcion. |. i. c. 5. 
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work, and therefore must be guided by some universal and 
overruling wisdom; being this collection is so evident, that 
all the nations of the earth have made it; being God hath not 
only written himself in the lively characters of his creatures, 
but hath also made frequent patefactions of his Deity by most 
infallible predictions and supernatural operations : therefore I 
fully assent unto, freely acknowledge, and clearly profess, this 
truth, that there is a God. 

Again, being a prime and independent Being supposeth all 
other to depend, and consequently no other to be God ; being 
the entire fountain of all perfections is incapable of a double 
head, and the most perfect government of the Universe speaks 
the supreme dominion of one absolute Lord; hence do I ac- 
knowledge that God to be but one, and in this unity, or rather 
singularity of the Godhead, excluding all actual or possible 
multiplication of a Deity, I BELIEVE 1N Gop. 
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Arter the confession of a Deity, and assertion of the divine 
unity, the next consideration is concerning God’s paternity ; 
for that ‘‘one God is Father of all,” (Eph. iv. 6.) and “ to us 
there is but one God, the Father.” (1 Cor. viii. 6.) 

Now, although the Christian notion of the Divine paternity 
be some way peculiar to the evangelical patefaction ; yet* 
wheresoever God hath been acknowledged, he hath been un- 
derstood and worshipped asa Father: the very heathent poets 
so describe their gods, and their vulgar names did carry fathert 
in them, as the most popular and universal notion. 

This name of Father is a relative; and the proper founda- 
tion of paternity, as of a relation, is generation. As therefore 
the phrase of generating is diversely attributed unto several 
acts of the same nature with generation properly taken, or by 
consequence attending on it; so the title of Father is given 
unto divers persons or things, and for several reasons unto the 
same God. ‘ These are the generations of the heavens and 
the earth, when they were created, in the day that the Lord 


* <Omnem Deum qui ab homine co- 
litur, necesse est inter solennes ritus et 
precationes Patrem nuncupari ; non tan- 
tum honoris gratia, sed et rationis, et quod 
antiquior est homine, et quod vitam, sa- 
lutem, victum prestat, ut pater. Itaque 
et Jupiter a precantibus Pater vocatur, et 
Saturnus, et Janus, et Liber, et ceteri 
deinceps.’ Lactan. de ver. Sap. 1. iv. c. 3. 

+ That so frequent in Homer, rarig 
dvSpav ve Seaiv re ‘eundemque appellans 
dicit Ennius: Divumque hominumque 
pater rex.’ Var. de L. L. |. iv. p. 18. ed. 
1581. As Servius observes of Virgil : 
«A poeta pene omnibus Diis nomen Pa- 


ternum additur, ut fiant venerabiliores:’ 
And before him Lucilius : 
‘Ut nemo sit nostrum, quin pater optimu’ 

Divum, 

Ut Neptunu’ Pater, Liber, Saturnu’ Pa- 
ter, Mars, 

Janu’, Quirinu’ Pater nomen dicatur ad 
unum.’ Lactan. Ib. 

+ As Jupiter, which is Jovis Pater, or 
Zevraroe, otherwise Diespiter, or Avimarwe: 
and Marspiter, of whom Servius, ‘ apud 
Pontifices Marspiter dicitur,’ Aneid. 1. iii. 
v. 35. So Semipater for Semo, and Sapdo- 
mairwp for Sardus, the ‘proper Deity of 
Sardinia. Ptolem. 
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God made the earth and heavens,” (Gen. il. 4.) saith Moses. 
So that the creation or production of any thing by which it is, 
and before was not, is a kind of generation, and consequently 
the creator or producer of ita kind of Lather. “ Hath the rain 
a Father? Or who hath begotten the drops of dew?” (Job 
xxxviil. 28.) by which words Job signifies, that as there is no 
other cause assignable of the rain but God, so may he as the 
cause be called the Father of it, though notin the most proper 
sense,* as he is the Futher of his Son: and so the + philoso- 
phers of old, who thought that God did make the world, called 
him expressly, as the Maker, so the Father of it. And thus 
‘to us there is but one God, the Father, of whom are all 
things ;” (1 Cor. vill. 6.) to which the words following in the 
CREED may seem to have relation, the Lather Almighty, Maker 
of heaven and earth. But in this mass of creatures and body of 
the Universe, some works of the creation more properly call 
him Father, as being more rightly sons: such are all the ra- 
tional and intellectual offspring of the Deity. Of merely na- 
tural beings and irrational agents he is {the creator; of ra- 
tional, as so, the Father also: they are his creatures, these his 
sons. Hence heis styled the “ Father of spirits.” (Heb. xii. 9.) 
and the blessed angels, when he laid the foundations of the 
earth, his sons ; “ When the morning stars sang together, and 
all the sons of God shouted for joy:” (Job xxxvili. 7.) hence 
man, whom he created after his own image, is called his ‘ off- 
spring,” (Acts xvii. 28.) and Adam, the immediate work of 
his hands, ‘‘ the son of God :” (Luke iii. 38.) hence may we 
all cry out with the Israelites taught by the prophet so to 
speak, ‘‘ Have we not all one Father? Hath not one God 
created us?” (Malac. ii. 10.) Thus the first and most universal 
notion of God’s paternity in a borrowed or metaphorical sense 
is founded rather upon creation than procreation. 

Unto this act of creation is annexed that of conservation, 
by which God doth uphold and preserve in being that which 
at first he made, and to which he gave its being. As there- 


* “Eriewe yae tho terod matiea Ocov 


axover, Kat ETégws viod. Severus, Cat. Patr. 
in Job. c. 26. p. 551. 

+ Plutarch of Plato, calling God 7a- 
Tiga wévrov Kat TomTiv, SAYS: TH LETApoPA 
Xpwoeeevos, Womep eiwde, Tov alTiov marta Tov 
xoopxou xéxAnus. Platon. Quest.ii. And Al- 
cimus: gwathp 38 fort TH altiog Elves wavT@. 

¢ So Plutarch answers the question, 
why Plato terms God the Maker and Fa- 
ther of all things: “H ray piv Oedv ray 
yentay nat rav avOewrav marie Err’ mon- 
Tig 88 Tay adoyov ual abo. 
gods and men, Maker of all things inanimate 
and irrational. Ov yae xopiov, pnot Xegv- 
CiNHSS, Waréga Karelodar Toy wapary iver 7 
TUTE, HALTED EX TOU TUTECuATOS YEYOVOTOG. 


Father of 


Non enim agri pater, si Chrysippo credimus, 
is dicitur qui eum consevit, quanquam e se- 
mine deinde fruges nascuntur : as the Latin 
translation most absurdly. Ibid. For 
there is neither corn, nor field, nor any 
seed belonging to them, in the words of 
Plutarch. But xéeov (not xwelov) is the 
secunda, the coat (or rather coats in the 
acceptation of Chrysippus, and the lan- 
guage of those times) in which the fetus 
is involved in the mother’s womb. Though 
therefore both the secunda and the fetus 
be made of the seed of the male in the 
philosophy of Chrysippus, yet he is not 
called the father of the after-birth, but of 
the child ; the one being endued with life 
and reason, and the other not. 


40 ARTICLE I. 


fore it is the duty of the parent to educate and preserve the 
child as that which had its being from him; so this paternal 
education doth give the name of * Father unto man, and con- 
servation gives the same to God. 

Again, redemption from a state of misery, by which a people 
hath become worse than nothing, unto a happy condition, is a 
kind of generation, which joined with love, care, and indulg- 
ence in the Redeemer, is sufficient to found a new paternity, 
and give him another title of a Father. Well might Moses 
tell the people of Israel, now brought out of the land of Egypt 
from their brick and straw, unto their quails and manna, unto 
their milk and honey, “Is not he thy Father that hath bought 
thee? hath he not made thee, and established thee?” (Deut. 
xxxii. 6.) Well might God speak unto the same people as to 
“‘his son, even his first-born,” (Exod. iv. 22.) ‘Thus saith the 
Lord thy Redeemer, and he that formed thee from the womb, 
Hearken unto me, O house of Jacob, and all the remnant of 
the house of Israel, which are borne by me from the belly, 
which are carried from the womb.” (Isa. xliv. 24. xlvi. 3.) 
And just is the acknowledgment made by that people instructed 
by the prophet, “ Doubtless thou art our Father, though Abra- 
ham be ignorant of us, and Israel acknowledge us not; thou, 
O Lord, art our Father, our Redeemer, from everlasting is thy 
name.” (Isa. lxii. 16.) And thus another kind of paternal 
relation of God unto the sons of men is founded on a restitution 
or temporal redemption. 

Besides, if to be born causeth relation to a father, then to be 
born again maketh an addition of another: and if to generate 
foundeth, then to regenerate addetha paternity. Now though 
we cannot “ enter the second time into our mother’s womb,” nor 
pass through the same door into the scene of life again; yet we 
believe and are persuaded that “‘ except a man be born again, he 
cannot see the kingdom of God.” (Johniii. 4. 3.) A double 
birth there is, and the worldt consists of two, the first and the 
second man. And though the incorruptible seed be the word. 
of God, and the dispensers of it in some sense may say, as St. 
Paul spake unto the Corinthians, “ I have begotten you through 
the Gospel:” (1 Cor. iv. 15.) yet he is the true Father, whose 
word it is, and that is God, even ‘‘ the Father of lights, who of 
his own will begat us with the word of truth.” (James 1. 17, 
18.) Thus “ whosoever believeth that Jesus is the Christ, is 
born of God;” (1 John v. 1.) which regeneration is as it were 
a second creation: “‘ for we are God’s workmanship, created in 
Christ Jesus unto good works.” (Ephes. ii. 10.) And he 
alone who did create us out of nothing, can beget us again, and 


* So Eustathius observes out of an inge- + *Totum hominum genus quodam- 
nious etymologist : Tarig @ed¢ ev, w¢ 73 modo sunt homines duo, primus et se- 
wav Tupay' avSpwmog Se, ws Fog maidactn- cundus.’ Prosp. lib. Sententiar.ex August. 


pay. Il. 0. sent. 299, 


I BELIEVE IN GOD THE FATHER. 41 


make us of the new creation. When Rachel called to Jacob, 
“‘ Give me children, or else I die ;” he answered her sufficiently 
with this question, “‘AmI in God’s stead?” (Gen. xxx. 1, 2.) 
And if he only openeth the womb, who else can make the soul* 
to bear? Hence hath he the name of Father, and they of sons 
who are born of him; and so from that internal act of spi- 
ritual regeneration another title of paternity redoundeth unto 
the Divinity. 

Nor is this the only second birth or sole regeneration in a 
Christian sense; the soul, which after its natural being requires 
a birth into the life of grace, is also after that born again into 
alife of glory. Our Saviour puts us in mind of “the regenera- 
tion, when the Son of man shall sit in the throne of his glory.” 
(Matt. xix. 28.) The resurrection of our bodies is a kind of 
coming out of the womb of the earth, and entering upon im-— 
mortality, a nativity into another life. For ‘‘they which shall 
be accounted worthy to obtain that world, and the resurrection 
from the dead, are the sons of God, being the sons of the re- 
surrection,’ (Luke xx. 35, 36.) and then as sons, ‘“ they 
become heirs, coheirs with Christ,” (Rom. viii. 17.) ‘receiv- 
ing the promise and reward of eternal inheritance.” (Heb. ix. 
15. Col. iii. 24.) “Beloved, now are we the sons of God,” 
saith St. John, even in this life by regeneration, “‘and it doth 
not yet appear, or, it hath not been yet made manifest,t what 
we shall be ; but we know, that if he appear, we shall be like 
him :” (1 John ii. 2.) the manifestation of the Father being a 
sufficient declaration of the condition of the sons, when the 
sonship itself consisteth in a similitude of the Father. And 
“‘ blessed be the God and Father of our Lord Jesus Christ, which 
according to his abundant mercy hath begotten us again unto 
a lively hope, by the resurrection of Jesus Christ from the 
dead; to an inheritance incorruptible and undefiled, and that 
fadeth not away, reserved in heaven forus.” (1 Pet. i. 3, 4.) 
Why may not then a second kind of regeneration be thought a 
fit addition of this paternal relation ? 

Neither is there only a natural, but also a voluntary and 
civil foundation of paternity; for the laws have found a way by 
which a man may become a father without procreation: and 
this imitation of naturet is called adoption, taken in the gene- 
ral signification.§ Although, therefore, many ways God bea 
Father; yet, lest any way might seem to exclude us from being 


his sons, he hath made us so 


* Ov yae dvtt Oey Eyes eles, Tod prdvou du- 
yetprévou TH¢ LUX GV antes dvorywivas, nat oaet- 
pely EY avTaiC deeTas, ual morely Eynuproves nat 
ainroucas Ta xard. Philo de Alleg. 1. iii. 
p. 122. ed. Mang. 1742, 

t Kat ovaw épavegaOn. 

¢ ‘Adoptio nature similitudo est, ut 
aliquis filium habere possit, quem non 


also by adoption. Others are 
generavit.’ Cuaii Inst. 1. tit. 5.§.1. Ti 
Eo vioderia ; vortun mettic petprougcevn iy 
ucow wes matdoy magareudiay emrsvevonprévn. 
Theoph. Inst. 1. t. 11. 

§H vicbsoia “Paxrainn pon Abyerat dado. 
ria alien ovoa yevinoy ovopee, cic Sum Statcetras, 
aio adeoyartiova, xat tiv curavupacv adonriova. 


Theoph. ibid. 
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wont to fly to this, as to a comfort of their solitary condition, 
when either nature had denied them, or death bereft them of 
their offspring.* Whereas God doth it not for his own, but 
for our sakes; nor is the advantage his, but ours. “ Behold 
what manner of love the Father hath bestowed at us, that 
we should be called the sons of God ;” (1 Johniii. 1.) that we, 
the sons of disobedient and condemned Adam by natural ge- 
neration, should be translated into the glorious liberty of the 
sons of God by adoption; that we, who were aliens, strangers, 
and enemies, should be aaguined ‘unto the Father of our Lord 
Jesus Christ, of whom all the family+ of heaven and earth is 
named,” (Eph. iii. 14, 15.) and be made partakers of “the 
riches of the glory of his inheritance in the saints.” (Eph. 1. 
18.) Foras in the legal adoption, the father hath as full and 
absolute power over his adopted son as over his own issue 3f 
so in the spiritual, the adopted sons havea clear and undoubted 
right of inheritance. He, then, who hath “predestinated us 
bi the adoption of children by Jesus Christ to himself,” (Eph. 

5.) hath thereby another kind of paternal relation, and so 
we receive the “Spirit of adoption, whereby we cry, Abba, Fa- 
ther.” (Rom. vin. 15.) 

The necessity of this faith in God as our Father appeareth, 
first, in that it is the ground of all our filial fear, honour, and 
obedience due unto him upon this relation. ‘ Honour thy 
father is the first commandment with promise,” (Eph. vi. 2.) 
written in tables of stone with the finger of God ; and, “ chil- 
dren obey your parents in the Lord,” is an evangelical precept, 
but founded upon principles of reason and justice ; “ for this is 
right,” saith St. Paul. (Ephes. vi. 1.) And if there be such a 
rational and legal obligation of honour and obedience to the 
fathers of our flesh, how much more must we think ourselves 
obliged to him whom we believe to be our heavenly and ever- 
lasting Father? ‘ A son honoureth his father, and a servant 
his mastere If then I be a father, where is my honour? and 
if I be a master, where is my fear? saith the Lord of hosts.” 


* <Spadones autem qui generare non 
possunt, adoptare possunt ; et, licet filios 
generare non possint, quos adoptaverunt 
filios habere possunt.’ Caii Inst. 1. tit. 
5. §. 3. ‘Hi qui generare non possunt, 
velut spado, utroque modo possunt adop- 
tare. Idem juris estinceelibe.’ Ulp. tit. 
9.§. 5. Tuy ovu exos tig gatdag Ua +d 
pon ErOeiv zal yapemy, 9 eAOely moév, peti Was- 
Somonoat 8, 4 masdomoicas pty, amoRaArs- 
oar 88 rouvtoUug, Td Ex Ths picews LAAT TOA 
i 78 cupBay duoruxnnce Bounopasvos eminoupi- 
oat, EAaBev cig viobeciay riva. Theoph. Inst. 
is) tit. ete Toi drux ovo amasiav Avety 
Bounoasvog 7 duerrixnpec VopA05 uidbereiobae 
meorraee et, nat yuan éneivo uTacOat, 0 par 
eLmogoy AaBEiv Taga Tig picews.  Leonis 


Novel. 27. 

+ ‘In alienam familiam transitus,’ is 
the description in Afellius, i. 5. 19. 
‘Cum in alienam familiam inque libe- 
rorum locum extranei sumuntur, aut per 
pretorem fit, aut per populum : quod per 
pretorem fit, adoptio dicitur ; quod per 
populum, arrogatio.’ Ibid. 

+ As appears out of the form of Roga- 
tion yet extant in this manner: ‘ Velitis, 
jubeatis, Quirites, uti Lucius Valerius 
Lucio Titio, tam jure legeque filius sibi 
siet, quam si ex eo patre matreque fami- 
lias ejus natus esset, utique ei vite necis- 
que in eo potestas siet, uti patri endo 
filio est? Ibid. 
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(Malac. i. 6.) If we be heirs, we must be coheirs with Christ ; 
if sons, we must be brethren to the only-beygotten: but being 
he came not to do his own will, but the will of him that sent 
him, he acknowledgeth no fraternity but with such as do the 
same; as he hath said, ‘ Whosoever shall do the will of my 
Father which is in heaven, the same is my brother.” (Matt. xin. 
50.) If it be required of a bishop in the church of God, to 
be “ one that ruleth well his own house, having his children 
in subjection with all gravity ;” (1 Tim. in, 4.) what obedience 
must be due, what subjection must be paid, unto the Father of 
the family ? 

The same relation in the object of our faith is the life of our 
devotions, the expectation of all our petitions. Christ, who 
taught his disciples, and us in them, how to pray, propounded 
not the knowledge of God, though without that he could not 
hear us; neither represented he his power, though without that 
he cannot help us; but comprehended all in this relation, 
“When ye pray, say, Our Father.” (Luke xi.2.) This prevents 
all vain repetitions of our most earnest desires, and gives us full 
security to cut off all tautology, for “‘ Our Father knoweth what 
things we have need of before we ask him.” (Matt. vi. 8.) This 
creates a clear assurance of a grant without mistake of our pe- 
tition: ‘‘ What man is there of us, who if his son ask bread, 
will give him a stone? or if he ask a fish, will he give hima 
serpent? If we then who are evil know how to give good gifts 
unto our children; how much more shall our Father which is 
in heaven give good things to them that ask him.” (Matt. vu. 
9—11.)* 

Again, this paternity is the proper foundation of our Chris- 
tian patience, sweetening all afflictions with the name and 
nature of fatherly corrections. ‘‘ We have had fathers of our 
flesh which corrected us, and we gave them reverence: shall 
we not much rather be in subjection to the Father of spirits, 
and live?” especially considering, that ‘ they chastened us 
after their own pleasure; but he for our profit, that we might 
be partakers of his holiness:” (Heb. xii. 9, 10.)+ they, as an 
argument of their authority; he, as an assurance of his love: 
they, that we might acknowledge them to be our parents ; he, 
that he might persuade us that we are his sons: “ for whom the 
Lord loveth he chasteneth, and scourgeth every son whom he 
receiveth.” (Heb. xii. 6.) And what greater incitement unto. 
the exercise of patience is imaginable unto a suffering soul, 
than to see in every stroke the hand of a Father, in every afflic- 


* °aval qéeung cxoemlov’ maporuia emt Tay 
Ta, xEipw at poupeevoy dvr rev Berriovay. Zenob. 
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tion a demonstration of his love? Or how canst thou repine, or 
be guilty of the least degree of impatiency, even in the sharp- 
est corrections, if “ thou shalt know with thine heart, that as a 
man chasteneth his son, so the Lord thy God chasteneth thee ?” 
(Deut. vill. 5.) How canst thou not be comforted, and even 
rejoice inthe midst of thy greatest sufferings, when thou know- 
est that he which striketh pitieth, he which afflicteth is as it 
were afflicted with it? “‘ For hke asa father pitieth his children, 
so the Lord pitieth them that fear him.” (Psal. ciii. 18.) — - 
Lastly, the same relation strongly inferreth an absolute ne- 
cessity of our imitation; it being clearly vain to assume the 
title of son without any similitude of the father. What is the* 
general notion of generation but the production of the like ; 
nature, ambitious of perpetuity, striving to preserve the species 
in the multiplication and succession of individuals? And this 
similitude consisteth partly in essentials, or the likeness of 
nature; partly in accidentals, or the likeness in figure,t or af- 
fections.[ ‘* Adam begat a son in his own likeness, after his 
image :” (Gen. v. 3.) and can we imagine those the sons of 
God which are no way like him? A similitude of nature we 
must not, of figure we cannot pretend unto: it remains then 
only that we bear some likeness in our actions and affections. 
‘“‘ Be ye therefore followers (saith the apostle), or rather§ imi- 
tators, of God, as dear children.” (Ephes. v. 1.)|| What he 
hath revealed of himself, that we must express within ourselves. 
Thus God spake unto the children of Israel, whom he styled his 
son, “ Ye shall be holy, for I am holy.” (Lev. xi. 44. xix. 2. 
xx. 7.) Andthe apostle upon the same ground speaketh unto 
us, as to * obedient children :” ‘“ As he that hath called you is 
holy, so be ye holy in all manner of conversation.” (1 Pet. i. 
14,15.) Itis part of the general beneficence and universal 
goodness of our God, that ‘‘ he maketh his sun to rise on the 
evil and on the good, and sendeth rain on the just and on the 
unjust :” (Matt. v. 45.) These impartial beams and undis- 
tinguishing showers are but to shew us what we ought to do, 
and to make us fruitful in the works of God; for no other rea- 
son Christ has given us this command, ‘‘ Love your enemies, 
bless them that curse you, do good to them that hate you, that 
ye may be the children of your Father which is in heaven.” 
(Matt. v. 44, 45.)** No other command did he give upon this 
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eround, but, “ Be ye therefore merciful, as your Father is mer- 
ciful.” (Luke vi. 36.) 

So necessary is this faith in God, as in our Father, both for 
direction to the best of actions, and for consolation in the 
worst of conditions. 

But although this be very necessary, yet it is not the prin- 
cipal or most proper explication of God’s paternity. Vor as 
we find one person in a more peculiar manner the Son of God, 
so must we look upon God as ina more peculiar manner the 
Father of that Son. “I ascend unto my Father and your 
Father,” (John xx. 17.)* saith our Saviour; the same of both, 
but in a different manner, denoted by the article prefixed before 
the one, and not the other: which distinction in the original 
we may preserve by this translation, I ascend unto the Father of 
me, and Father of you; first of me, and then of you; not there- 
fore his, because ours; but therefore ours, because his. So 
far we are the sons of God, as we are like unto him; and our 
similitude unto God consisteth in our conformity to the like- 
ness of his Son. ‘* For whom he did foreknow, he did also 
predestinate to be conformed to the image of his Son, that he 
might be the first-born among many brethren.” (Rom. viii. 29.) 
He the first-born, and we sons, as brethren unto him: he ‘“ ap- 
pointed heir of all things,” (Heb. 1. 2.) and we ‘“ heirs of God, 
as joint-heirs with him.” (Rom. vii. 17.) Thus God “ sent 
forth his Son, that we might receive the adoption of sons. And 
because we are sons, God hath sent forth the Spirit of his Son 
into our hearts, crying, Abba, Father.” (Gal. iv. 4—6.)+ By 
his mission are we adopted, and by his Spirit call we God our 
Father. So we are no longer “ servants, but now sons; and if 
sons, then heirs of God, but stil/ through Christ.” (Gal. iv. 7.) 
It is true, indeed, that “‘ both he that sanctifieth, that is, Christ, 
aud they who are sanctified, that is, faithful Christeans, are all 
of one, the same Father, the same God; for which cause he is 
not ashamed to call them brethren :” (Heb. ii. 11.) yet are they 
{not all of him after the same manner, not the ‘“‘ many sons 
like the Captain of their salvation :” (Heb. ii. 10.) but Chrost 
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the beloved, the first-born, the only-begotten, the Son after a 
more peculiar and more excellent manner; the rest with rela- 
tion unto, and dependance on, his Sonship ; as given unto him, 
“Behold I, and the children which God hath given me ;” 
(Isa. viii. 18. Heb. ii. 13.) as being so by faith in him, “ For 
we are all the children of God by faith in Christ Jesus; (Gal. 
ili. 26.) as receiving the right of Sonship from him, “ For as 
many as received him, to them gave he power to become the 
sons of God.” (John 1. 12.) Among * all the sons of God there 
is none like to that one Son of God. And if there be so great 
a disparity in the filiation, we must make as great a difference 
in the correspondent relation. There is one degree of sonship 
founded on creation, and that is the lowest, as belonging unto 
all, both good and bad: another degree above that there is 
grounded upon regeneration, or adoption, belonging only to the 
truly faithful in this life: and a third above the rest founded 
_ on the resurrection, or collation of the eternal inheritance, and 
the similitude of God, appertaining to the saints alone in the 
world to come: for “ we are now the sons of God, and it doth 
not yet appear what we shall be; but we know that when he 
shall appear, we shall be like him.” (1 John ii. 2.) And there 
is yet another degree of filiation, of a greater eminency and a 
different nature, appertaining properly to none of these, but to 
the true Son of God alone, who amongst all his brethren hath 
only received the title of his “own Son,” (Rom. viii. 32.)+ and 
a singular testimony from heaven, ‘‘ This is my beloved Son,” 
(Matt. iii. 17. xvii. 5.) { even in the presence of John the Bap- 
tist, even in the midst of Moses and Elias (who are certainly 
the sons of God by all the other three degrees of filiation), and 
therefore hath called God after a peculiar way “his own Father.” 
(John v. 18.)§ And so at last we come unto the most singular 
and eminent paternal relation, “Unto the God and Father of 
our Lord Jesus Christ, which is blessed for evermore ;” (2 Cor. 
xi. 31.) the Father of him, and of us, but not the Father of us 
as of him.|| Christ hath taught us to say, Our Father: a form 
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filio Dei. Et ipse dictus est filius Dei, et 
nos dicti sumus filii Dei: sed quis erit 
similis Domino in filiis Dei? Ille unicus, 
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of speech which he never used himself; sometimes he calls 
him the Father; sometimes my Father, sometimes your, but 
never our: he makes no such conjunction of us to himself, as to 
make no distinction between us and himself; so conjoining us 
as to distinguish, though so distinguishing as not to separate us. 

Indeed I conceive this, as the most eminent notion of God’s 
paternity, so the original and proper explication of this Article 
of the Creep: and that not only because the ancient fathers 
deliver no other exposition of it; but also because that which | 
conceive to be the first occasion, rise, and original of the CREED 
itself, requireth this as the proper interpretation. Immediately 
before the ascension of our Saviour, he said unto his apostles, 
‘« All power is given unto me in heaven and earth. Go ye there- 
fore and teach all nations, baptizing them in the name of the 
Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghost.” (Matt. xxviii. 
18, 19.) From this sacred form of baptism did the Church 
derive the rule of faith,* requiring the profession of belief in 
the Father, Son, and Holy Ghost, before they could be baptized 
in their name. When the eunuch asked Philip, “‘ What doth 
hinder me to be baptized? Philip said, If thou believest with 
all thine heart, thou mayest:” and when the eunuch replied, 
“J believe that Jesus Christ is the Son of God; he baptized 
him.” (Acts viii. 36,37.) And before that, the Samaritans, 
“‘when they believed Philip preaching the things concerning 
the kingdom of God, and the name of Jesus Christ, were bap- 
tized, both men and women.” (Acts viii. 12.) For as in the 
Acts of the Apostles there is no more expressed than that they 
baptized “in the name of Jesus Christ :” (Acts i. 38. vi. 16. 
x. 48. xix. 5.) so is no more expressed of the faith required in 
them who were to be baptized, than to believe in the same 
name. But being the Father and the Holy Ghost were like- 
wise mentioned in the first institution, being the expressing of 
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one doth not exclude the other, being it is certain that from 
the apostles’ time the names of all three were used; hence 
upon the same ground was required faith, and a profession of 
belief in the Father, the Son, and the Holy Ghost. Again, as 
the eunuch said not simply, I believe in the Son, but “I be- 
lieve that Jesus Christ is the Son of God ;” as a brief expli- 
cation of that part of the institution which he had learned be- 
fore of Philip: so they, who were converted unto Christianity 
were first taught not the bare names, but the explications and 
descriptions of them in a brief, easy, and familiar way ; which 
when they had rendered, acknowledged, and professed, they 
were baptized in them. And these being regularly and con- 
stantly used, made up the rule of faith, that is, the Creep. 
The truth of which may sufficiently be made apparent to any 
who shall seriously consider the constant practice of the 
Church, from the first age unto this present, of delivering the 
rule of faith to those which were to be baptized, and so requiring 
of themselves, or their sureties, an express recitation, profession, 
or acknowledgment of the CREED. From whence this observa- 
tion is properly deducible : that in what sense the name of Father 
is taken in the form of baptism, in the same it also ought to 
be taken in this Article. And being nothing can be more 
clear than that, when it is said, In the name of the Father, and 
of the Son, the notion of Father hath in this particular no other 
relation but to that Son whose name is joined with his; and 
as we are baptized into no other son of that Father, but that 
only-begotten Christ Jesus, so into no other father, but the 
Father of that only-begotten : it followeth, that the proper ex- 
plication of the first words of the Creep is this, I believe in 
God the Father of Christ Jesus. 

In vain then is that vulgar distinction applied unto the ex- 
plication of the CrEED, whereby the Father is considered both 
personally, and essentially: personally, as the first in the glo- 
rious Trinity, with relation and opposition to the Son; essen- 
tially, as comprehending the whole Trinity, Father, Son, and 
Holy Ghost. For that the Son is not here comprehended in 
the Father is evident, not only out of the original, or occasion, 
but also from the very letter of the CREED, which teacheth us 
to believe in God the Father, and in his Son; for if the Son were 
included in the Father, then were the Son the Father of himself. 
As therefore when I say, I believe in Jesus Christ his Son, I 
must necessarily understand the Son of that Father whom I 
mentioned in the first Article; so when I said, I believe <n God 
the Father, I must as necessarily be understood of the *Father 
of him whom I call fis Son in the second Article. / | 

Now as it cannot be denied that God may several ways be 
said to be the Father of Christ; first, as he was begotten by 
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the Holy Ghost of the Virgin Mary (Luke i. 35.); secondly, 


as he was sent by him with special authority, as the King of 
Israel (John x. 35,36. 1. 49, 50.); thirdly, as he was raised from 
the dead, out of the womb of the earth unto immortal life, and 
made heir of all things in his Father’s house (Acts xiii. 32, 33.): 
so must we not doubt but, beside all these, God is the Father 
of that Son in a more eminent and peculiar manner, as he is 
and ever was with God, and God (John i. 1.): which shall be 
demonstrated fully in the second Article, when we come to 
shew how Christ is the only-begotten Son. And according 
unto this paternity by way of generation totally divine, in 
which he who begetteth is God, and he which is begotten the 
same. God, do we believe in God, as the eternal Father of an 
eternal Son. Which relation is coeval with his essence: so 
that we are not to imagine one without the other; but as we 
profess him always God, so must we acknowledge him always 
Father,* and that in a far more proper manner than the same 
title can be given to any creature.t Such is the fluctuant 
condition of human generation, and of those relations which 
arise from thence, that he which is this day a son, the next 
may prove a father, and within the space of one day more, 
without any real alteration in himself, become neither son nor 
father, losing one relation by the death of him that begot him, 
and the other by the departure of him that was begotten by 
him. But in the Godhead these relations are more proper, 
because fixed; the Father having never been a son, the Son 
never becoming father, in reference to the same kind of gene- 
ration. 

A farther reason of the propriety of God’s paternity appears 
from this, that he hath begotten a Son of the same nature and 
essence with himself, not only specifically, but individually, as 
I shall also demonstrate in the exposition of the second Ar- 
ticle. For generation being the production of the like, and 
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that likeness being the similitude of substance;* where is the 
nearest indentity of nature, there must be also the most proper 
generation, and consequently he which generateth the most 
proper father. If therefore man, who by the benediction of 
God given unto him at his first creation in these words, “ Be 
fruitful and multiply, and replenish the earth,” (Gen. i. 28.) 
begetteth a son “in his own likeness, after his image ;” (Gen. 
v. 3.) that is, of the same human nature, of the same substance 
with him, (which if he did not, he should not according to the 
benediction multiply himself or man at all,) with which simi- 
litude of nature many accidental disparities may consist, if by 
this act of generation he obtaineth the name of father, because, 
and in regard, of the similitude of his nature in the son, how 
much more properly must that name belong unto God himself, 
who hath begotten a Son of a nature and essence so totally 
like, so totally the same, that no accidental disparity can ima- 
ginably consist with that identity ? 

That God is the proper and eternal Father of his own eter- 
nal Son is now declared: what is the eminency or excellency 
of this relation followeth to be considered. In general then 
we may safely observe, that in the very name of father there is 
something of eminence which is not in that of son;+ and some 
kind of priority we must ascribe unto him whom we call the 
first, in respect of him whom we term the second person; and 
as we cannot but ascribe it, so must we endeavour to pre- 
serve it. 

Now that privilege or priority consisteth not in this,§ that the 
essence or attributes of the one are greater than the essence 
or attributes of the other (for we shall hereafter demonstrate 
them to be the same in both); but only in this, that the Father 
hath that essence of himself, the Son by communication from 
the Father. From whence he acknowledgeth that he is “from 
him,” (John vil. 29.) that he “liveth by him,” (John vi. 57.) 
that the “Father gave him to have life in himself,” (John v. 26.) 
and generally referreth all things to him,as received from him. 
Wherefore in this sense some of the ancients have not stuck 
to interpret those words, “ the Father is greater than J,” (John 
xiv. 28.)|| of Christ as the Son of God, as the second person 
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Waren papev, xara OE Tie pictwe Tapoedy 
ouxett. S. Basil. contra Eunom. 1. i. §. 20. 

|| MetQev, eforev, ob peeyéber rivt, oddE xv edve, 
GAL Sid Thy BE avrod ro marteos yévnoty. 
S. Athanas. contra Arianos, 1. i. §. 58. 
Acimerat Tolvey xara Tov Tig altiag Adyoy ey- 
Taba +6 meetCoy Neyer Oar. Emreidn yee amd rod 
Taree h Aen TH vio, nara rovTo prelCwy 6 
TATE, we aiTOG Kal apn. O60 HALO RUELOS ELEY, 
‘O manne jou prelfoy prov err, nad rare 
Sndovors, 7d SE -mrarip Th aADNO gnpeaiver, H ody? 
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in the blessed Trinity; but still with reference not unto his 
essence, but his generation, by which he is understood to 
have his being from the Father, who only hath it of himself, 


and is the original of all power and essence in the Son. 


oc] 


can of mine own self do nothing,” (John v. 30.) saith our Sa- 
viour, because he is not of himself;* and whosoever receives 
his being, must receive his power from another, especially 
where the essence and the power are undeniably the same, as 


in God they are. 


‘©The Son then can do nothing of himself, 


but what he seeth the Father do,” because he hath no power of 
himself but what the Father gave:+ and being he gave him 


70 alria eivat ual apy rou EF avrod yewnSév- 
vog; S. Basil, contra Eunom, 1. i. §, 21. 
And the same 8. Basil doth not only ac- 
knowledge this to be true in respect of the 
divine nature of Christ, but thinketh the 
divinity of the Son may be proved from 
hence: “Eyw 08 nal ix ravrng tig poviig, +o 
Oeeoourtoy Elvat Tov Uidy To warel IndhotoSas we- 
mioreund, TXg yae cuynpicesrs oda uuping mrt 
THY Tig avTIG picEews yivoprévac dyyeroy yee 
dyyérou AEyomeey preiZova,nat avOewrroy avOewmov 
Simaroregov, nal wrnvoy wrnvod TaxurEpov. st 
rol at cuynelcsis emt ray sproedav yivovras, 
pei€oy 36 xara cUyneiow elentar 6 mathe Tov 
uid, drooveros TH mare o.uidg. Ad Cesarien- 
ses Epist.141.T0 wet@ov piv ott tig aitlag, 
70 dé toov rig picews. S. Greg. Naz. Orat. 36. 
et Orat. 40. ob xara tiv picw 73 peerCov, 
xara tiv altiay 3¢. Vide S. Epiphan. in 
Ancor. Cc. 17. Ei 38 Aéyot Tig preiCove efvas Tov 
marion xa0d aitios Tov viod, ovde TOTO dvTE- 
poumeev. S. Chrys. Homil. in Ioan. 75. “Icog 
Toryagouy HATA Toy Tho oUTLAS Adyov Lardeyvan 
6 uldg re Warel, nal C0106 Kata mavTa, peEiCo- 
ya avrov now ws dyapyov, Exwy apyiv xara 
pacvov 70 EE ov, ei Kal crvDeoxov adTa THY Var- 
agéw iyo, S. Cyril. Alex. Thesaur.c. 11. 
And Isidore Pelusiota, Epist. 334. 1, iii. 
cites this saying of an ancient father: Kat 
7 prciCoy loraras i yewnrwe, nat 70 iow nabs 
Seg uat oproovoroe. So Vigilius professes 
to believe the Son: ‘ zqualem per omnia 
Patri, excepto eo quod ille ingenitus est, 
et iste genitus.’ De Trin. |. xi. c. 7. p. 285. 
‘Ideo totum quod habet, quod potest, non 
tribuit sibi, sed Patri, quia non est a seip- 
so, seda Patre. Afqualis est enim Patri, 
sed hoc quoque accepit a Patre.’ S. Au- 
gust. Epist. 66. ‘ Necesse est,quodammodo 
ptior sit, qua Pater sit; quoniam ante- 
cedatnecesse est, eum qui habet originem, 
ille qui originem nescit. Simul ut hic 
minor sit, dum in illo esse se scit habens 
originem, quia nascitur.’ Novatianus, de 
Trin. c. 31. ‘ Major itaque Pater filio est, 
et plane major, cui tantum donat esse 
quantus ipse est, cui innascibilitatis esse 
imaginem sacramento nativitatis impertit, 
quem ex se in forma sua generat.’ S. 
Hilar, de Trin. 1. ix. c. 54. ‘Non pre- 


stantem quenquam cuiquam genere sub- 
stantiz, sed subjectum alterum alteri na- 
tivitate nature: Patrem in eo majorem 
esse quod pater est, Filium in eo non 
minorem esse quod filius sit.’ Id. de 
Synod. contra Arianos,c. 64. ‘Quis Patrem 
non potiorem confitebitur, ut ingenitum a 
genito, ut Patrem a Filio, ut eum qui 
miserit ab eo qui missus est, ut volentem 
ab eo qui obediat? et ipse nobis testis est, 
Pater major me est.’ Id. de Trin, 1. ili. c. 
12. ‘In eo quod in sese sunt, Dei ex Deo 
divinitatem cognosce; in eo vero quod 
Pater major est, confessionem paterne auc- 
toritatis intellige.’ Jd. 1. xi.c. 12. And 
before all these Alexander bishop of Alex- 
andria: To 82 dyéwntoy Tw ware: prdvoy idw- 
fan wapeivas So¢dlovreg, are OH Mal avTOU pac- 
KOVTES TOU Twriieds, ‘O Warp prov prea prov 
eort, Theodor. Hist. 1. i.c. 4. Lastly, 
we have the testimony of Photius, that 
many of the ancient fathers so expounded 
it: Tiv, “O marie pou preifov prov tort, Tov 
evayyEerion paviv, Skapoeas of wares tynaiv 
eLeranpaciv of rev yae pact 7a alti meiCova 
tipiostat, Kpist, 176. ‘ Aoqualis Patri ; sed 
major Pater, quod ipse dedit ipsi omnia, 
et causa est ipsi Filio ut sit, ut isto modo 
sit.” Victor. Afr. adv. Arium, |. i. in Bib- 
lioth, Patr. Lat. t. iv. p 192. ‘ Pater, 
inquit, major me est; merito major, quia 
solus hic auctor sine auctore est. Phe- 
badius, p. 96. 

* «Quicquid Filius habet ut faciat, a 
Patre habet ut faciat. Quare habet a 
Patre ut faciat? quia a Patre habet ut 
Filius sit ; quia a Patre habet ut possit : 
quia a Patre habet ut sit.’ S, August. 
Tract. 20. in Ioan. §. 4. 

+ ‘Non alia potentia est in Filio, et 
alia substantia ; sed ipsa est potentia qua 
et substantia ; substantia ut sit, potentia 
ut possit. Ergo quia Filius de Patre est, 
ideo dixit, Non potest Filius a se facere 
quicquam ; quia non est Filius a se, ideo 
non potestase.’ Ibid. ‘Totum quod est, 
de Patreest ; totum quod potest, de Patre 
est ; quoniam quod potest et est, hoc 
unum est, et de Patre totum est.’ Ibid. §. 
8. ‘ Non potest Filius a se facere quicquam, 


EQ 
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allthe power, as communicating his entire and undivided 
essence, therefore “ what things soever he doeth, these also 
doeth the Son likewise,” (John v. 19.) by the same power by 
which the Father worketh, because he had received the same 
Godhead in which the Father subsisteth. There is nothing 
more intimate and essential to any thing than the life thereof, 
and that in nothing so conspicuous as in the Godhead, where 
life and truth are so inseparable, that there can be no living 
God but the true, no true God but the living. ‘ The Lord is 
the true God, he is the living God, and an everlasting King,” 
saith the prophet Jeremy (x. 10.): and St. Paul putteth the 
Thessalonians in mind, how they “turned from idols to serve 
the living and true God.” (1 Thess.i.9.) Now life is other- 
wise in God than in the creatures: in him originally, in them 
derivatively; in him as in the fountain of absolute perfection, 
in them by way of dependence and participation; our life is in 
him, but his is in himself: and as ‘‘ the Father hath life in 
himself, so hath he given to.the Son to have life in himself ;” 
(John v. 26.)* both the same life, both in themselves, both in 
the same degree, as the one, so the other; but only with this 
difference, the Father giveth it, and the Son receivethit.+ From 
whence he professeth of himself, “ that the living Father sent 


him, and that he liveth by the Father.” 


nisi quod viderit Patrem facientem: quia de 
Patre est totus Filius, et tota substantia 
et potentia ejus ex illo est qui genuit eum.’ 
Id. Tract. in Ioan. 21. §. 2. ‘ Et primum 
Filium cognosce, cum dicitur, Non potest 
Filius a se facere quicquam, nisi quod viderit 
Patrem facientem. Habes nativitatem 
Filii, que ab se nihil potest facere nisi 
videat. In eo autem quod a se nihil 
potest, innascibilitatis adimit errorem. 
Ab se enim non potest posse nativitas.’ 
§. Hilar. de Trin, 1. vii. c. 21. ‘Dum 
non a se facit, ad id quod agit secundum 
nativitatem sibi Pater auctor est.’ [bid.1. 
ri. c. 12. ‘ Auctorem discrevit cum ait, 
Non potest a se facere: obedientiam signi- 
ficat cum addit: Nist quod viderit patrem 
facientem.’ Id. de Syn. c.75. 

* «Sicut habet Pater vitam in semetipso, 
sic dedit et Filio vitam habere in semetipso : 
ut hoe solum intersit inter Patrem et 
Filium, quia Pater habet vitam in semet- 
ipso quam nemo ei dedit, Filius autem 
habet vitam in semetipso quam Pater 
dedit.’ S. August. Tract. 19. in Ioan. §. 
41. ‘Incommutabilis est vita Filii, sicut 
et Patris, et tamen de Patre est: et in- 
separabilis est operatio Patris et Filii ; 
sed tamen ita operari Filio de illo est de 
quo ipse est, id est, de Patre.’ Id. de Trin. 
1.4; Mate 

+ *Sicut habet, dedit; qualem habet, 
talem dedit; quantam habet, tantam 
dedit.’ Id. contra’ Maxim. 1. iil. ec. 14. 


(John vi. 57.) mr 


‘ Ergo quod dicitur dedit Filio, tale est ac 
si diceretur, genuit Filium; generando 
enim dedit. Quomodo enim dedit ut 
esset, sic dedit ut vita esset, et sic dedit 
ut in semetipso vita esset.’ Id. Tract. 
22. in Ioan. §. 10. ‘ Tali confessione ori- 
ginis sue indiscrete nature perfecta nati- 
vitasest. Quod enim in utroque vita est, 
id in utroque significatur essentia ; et vita 
que generatur ex vita, id est, essentia 
que de essentia nascitur, dum non dissi- 
milis nascitur, scilicet, quia vita ex vita 
est, tenet in se indissimilem naturam 
originis suz, quia et nate et gignentis 
essentie, id est, vite que habetur et data 
est, similitudo non discrepet.’ S. Hilar. de 
Synod. advers. Arianos, c. 16. ‘ Quia ergo 
apparet vita Patris hoc esse quod ipse est ; 
sicut habet vitam in se, sic dedit; sic 
dedit Filio habere vitam, id est, sic est 
Esse Filii, sicut Esse Patris.’ Vigil. Taps. 
Disput. in Biblioth. Patr. Lat. t. v. par. 
iii. p. 699. ‘In vita nature et essentia 
significatio est, que sicut habetur, ita data 
esse docetur ad habendum.’ S. Hilar. de 
Synod. c. 19. 

{ ‘Propter Patrem vivit Filius, quod 
ex Patre Filius est: propter Patrem, 
quod eructatum est Verbum ex Patris 
corde, quod a Patre processit, quod ex 
paterno generatus est utero, quod fons 
Pater Filii est, quod radix Pater Filii est.’ 
S. Ambros. de Fide, 1. iv. c. 5. fin. 
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We must not therefore so far endeavour to involve ourselves 
in the darkness of this mystery, as to deny that glory which is 
clearly due unto the Father; whose pre-eminence undeniably 
consisteth in this, that he is God not of any other, but of him- 
self, and that there is no other person who is God, but is God 
ofhim. It is no diminution to the Son, to say, he is from 
another, for his very name imports as much; but it were a di- 
minution to the Father to speak so of him: and there must be 
some pre-eminence, where there is place for derogation. What 
the Father is,* he is from none; what the Son is, he is from 
him: what the firstis, he giveth; what the second is, he re- 
ceiveth. The first isa Father indeed by reason of his Son, but 
he is not God by reason of him ; whereas the Son is not so only 
in regard of the Father, but also God by reason of the same. 

Upon this pre-eminence (as I conceive) may safely be 
grounded the congruity of the divine mission. We often read 
that Christ was sent, from whence he bears the name of an 
“« Apostle” (Heb. ii. 1.) himself, as well as those whom he 
therefore named so, because as the “‘ Father sent him, so sent 
he them;” (John xx. 21.) the Holy Ghost is also said to be 
sent, sometimes by the Father, sometimes by the Son: but we 
never read that the Father was sent at all,+ there being an au- 
thority in that name which seems inconsistent with this mis- 
sion.[ In the parable, “a certain householder which planted 


* «Pater de nullo Patre, Filius de Deo 
Patre: Pater quod est, a nullo est; quod 
autem Pater est, propter Filium est. 
Filius vero et quod Filius est, propter 
Patrem est, et quod est, a Patre est.’ S. 
August. Tract. 19. in Ioan. §.13. ¢ Filium 
dicimus Deum de Deo; Patrem autem 
Deum tantum, nonde Deo. Unde mani- 
festum est, quod Filius habeat alium de 
quo sit, et cui Filius est; Pater autem 


habeat Filium, et Filius non est si non 
habeat Patrem: sed tamen Filius Deus 
de Patre, Pater autem Deus, sed non de 
Filio: Pater Filii, non Deus de Filio; 
ille autem Filius Patris, et Deus de Patre.’ 
Id. Tract. 29. in Ioan. §. 5. ‘Hoc tamen 
inter Patrem et Filium interest, quia Pater 
a nullo hoc accepit, Filius autem per ge- 
nerationem omnia Patris accepit” S. 
Ambros. in Epist.ad Eph. c. 2. ‘ Est ergo 


non Filium de quo sit habeat, sed cui 
Pater sit. Omnis enim filius de patre est 
quod est, et patri filius est: nullus autem 
pater de filio est quod est.’ Id. de Trin. 
}. ii. c. 4. Filius non hoc tantum habet 
nascendo, ut Filius sit, sed omnino ut sit.’ 
Toid. 1. v. c. 15. ‘Filius non tantum ut 
sit Filius quod relative dicitur, sed omnino 
ut sit, ipsam substantiam nascendo habet.’ 
Ibid. c.. 15. ‘ Pater non habet Patrem de 
quo sit ; Filius autem de Patre est ut sit, 
atque ut illi cozternus sit.’ Ibid. 1. vi. e. 
10.‘ Ab ipso, inquit, sum ; quia Filius de 
Patre, et quicquid est filius, de illo est 
cujus est filius. Ideo Dominum Jesum 
dicimus Deum de Deo, Patrem non di- 
cimus Deum de Deo, sed tantum Deum ; 
et dicimus Dominum Jesum lumen de lu- 
mine, Patrem non dicimus lumen de 
lumine, sed tantum lumen. Ad hoc ergo 


pertinet quod dixit, Abi ipsosum.’ Id. Tract. 


31. in Ioan. §. 4. ‘Pater non est si non 


Deus Pater omnium, institutor, et creator, 
solus originem nesciens.’ Novat. de 
Trinit. c. 31. whereas he speaks after of 
the Son: ‘ Est ergo Deus, sed in hoc ip- 
sum genitus, ut esset Deus.’ ‘ Pater est 
Deus de quo Filius est Deus, de quo 
autem Pater nullus est Deus,’ S. August. 
Epist. 66. al. 170. 

+ ‘Pater enim solus nusquam legitur 
missus.’ S. August. |. ii, de Trin. c. 5. 
_. ¢ ‘Solus Pater non legitur missus, quia 
solus non habet auctorem a quo genitus 
sit, vel a quo procedat. Et ideo non 
propter nature diversitatem, sed propter 
ipsam auctoritatem, solus Pater non di- 
citur missus: non enim splendor aut fer- 
vor ignem, sed ignis mittit sive splen- 
dorem sive fervorem.’ S. August. Serm. 
contra Arian. c. 4. ‘Qui mittit, potes- 
tatem suam in eo quod mittit, ostendit.’ 
S. Hilar. de Trin. 1. vili, c. 19. 
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a vineyard, first sent his servants to the husbandmen, and again 
other servants, but last of all he sent unto them his son :” 
(Matt. xxi. 33, &c.) it had been inconsistent even with the 
literal sense of an historical parable, as not at all consonant to 
the rational customs of men, to have said, that last of all the 
son sent his father to them. So God, placing man in the vine- 
yard of his Church, first sent his servants the prophets, by whom 
he ‘spake at sundry times and in divers manners, but in the 
last days he sent his Son :” (Heb. 1. 1, 2.) and it were as incon- 
gruous* and inconsistent with the divine generation, that the 
Son should send the Father into the world. “ As the living 
Father hath sent me, and I live by the Father,” (John vi. 57.) 
saith our Saviour, intimating, that by whom he lived, by him 
he was sent, and therefore sent by him, because he lived by 
him, laying his generation as the proper ground of his mission. 
Thus he which begetteth sendeth, and he which is begotten is 
sent.+ ‘‘ For [am from him, and he hath sent me,” (John vii. 
29.) saith the Son: from whom I received my essence by com- 
munication, from whom also received [ this commission. As 
therefore itis more worthy to give than to receive, to send than 
to be sent; so in respect of the Sonship there is some priority 
in the divine paternity: from whence divers of the ancients{t 
read that place of St. John with this addition, ‘‘ the Father 
(which sent me) is greater than I.” (John xiv.28.) He thenis 
that God who “ sent forth his Son, made of a woman, that God 
who hath sent forth the Spirit of his Son into our hearts, crying, 
Abba, Father.” (Gal.iv. 4. 6.) So that the authority of sending 
is in the Father: which therefore ought to be acknowledged, 
because upon this mission is founded the highest testimony of 
his love to man; for “ herein is love (saith St. John), not that 


* ¢Si voluisset Deus Pater per sub- portat processionem originis :’ as Thom. 


jectam creaturam visibiliter apparere, ab- 
surdissime tamen aut a Filio, quem genuit, 
aut a Spiritu Sancto, qui de illo procedit, 
missus diceretur.’ S, August. de Trin. lib. 
iv. cap. ult. 

+ ‘ Filius est igitur a Patre missus, non 
Pater a Filio; quia Filius est a Patre 
natus, non Pater a Filio.’ Fulgent. fragm. 
1. viii. contra Fabianum, in Collect. Theo- 
dul. de S. S. ‘ Quis autem Christianus 
ignorat quod Pater miserit, missusque sit 
Filius? Non enim genitorem ab eo quem 
genuit, sed genitum a genitore mitti opor- 
tebat.’ S. August. contra Maximin. lib. iii. 
c.14. ‘ Ubiaudis, Ipse me misit, noliin- 
telligere nature dissimilitudinem, sed ge- 
nerantis auctoritatem.’ Id. Tract. 31. in 
Ioan. §. 4, "Evratida obv 6 dmrorreinas nat 6 
dmorrerndrevos, va Sein tev wavrav ayadaiv 
fala elves Thy mnyhv, ToUTETTL Tov Waréed. 
S. Epiphan. Heres. Ixix. §. 54. Hence 
the language of the Schools : ‘ Missio im- 


Aquin. 10. q. 43. art. 1. ad prim. or: 
‘auctoritatem Principii:’ as Durand. |. 
i. dist. 15. q. 1. 

t Aéyours yae yd putdv Tov Edayyerlou xa- 
HGS EQeanvEevovTEs, OTL 0 Aa@orTEIAag KE WATHE 
pciZeav prov ost, saith Epiphanius of the 
Arians ; and answering, grants in these 
words which follow: at mpirev prev 6 
amorreinag ue Warne, pact, ual ody, 6 
uticas os. Heres. 1x1x.§.53. To the same 
purpose Athanasius de Hum. Nat. suse. §. 
4. and Cyril Thesaur. log. xi. p. 85. ed. 
Aubert. 1638. read it, 6 wéulas we varie. 
And St. Basil makes Eunomius read it so, 
in his first book against him, c. 91. and 
with that addition answers it. So the se- 
cond confession of the council of Sirmium, 
both in the Latin original, and Greek 
translation. S. Hilar. de Syn. §, 11. S. 
Athanus, de Synod, §. 28. et Socrat. 1. ii. 
c. 30. 
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we loved God, but that he loved us, and sent his Son to be the 
propitiation for our sins.” (1 John iv. 10.) 

Again, the dignity of the Father will farther yet appear from 
the order of the persons in the blessed Trinity, of which he is 
undoubtedly the first. For although in some passages of the 
apostolical discourses the Son may first be named (as in that of 
St. Paul, “ the grace of our Lord Jesus Christ, and the love of 
God, and the communion of the Holy Ghost be with you all ;” 
(2 Cor. xiii. 14.) the latter part of which is nothing but an ad- 
dition unto his constant benediction); and in others the Hol 
Ghost precedes the Son (as “ Now there are diversities of gifts, 
but the same Spirit; and there are differences of administra- 
tions, but the same Lord; and there are diversities of opera- 
tions, but it is the same God which worketh all inall:” (1 Cor. 
xii. 4—6.) yet where the three Persons are barely enumerated, 
and delivered unto us as the rule of faith,* there that order is 
observed which is proper to them; witness the form of bap- 
tism, In the name of the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy 
Ghost: which order hath been perpetuated in all confessions 
of faith, and is for ever inviolably to be observed.t For that 
which is not instituted or invented by the will or design of 
man, but founded in the nature of things themselves,} is not to 
be altered at the pleasure of man. Now this priority doth pro- 
perly and naturally result from the divine paternity; so that 


the Son must necessarily be 


* Tlagadidovs o uveros Thy cwrhgioy riot 
Tig fLaAInTEvoAEVOIS TH AOYHW, TH Tare nat 
TH via cuvarres 70 wveva To Bytov. S. Basil. 
Epist. 80. 

t “Axivntoy nal dorageyyeipntoy puddccety 
meornus: Tiv axoroudiay, mv EE abring TOU xu- 
piou Tig dawg maperaRoprsy, eiardvtoc, Tlogeu- 
Sevres radnrevcate aayvta, &c. S. Basil. 
Epist. 78. 

$ “Eco: rakews eiSog ou Ex The mag Hua 
SETEWS CULT TALEVEY, GAN AUTH TH KATA vot 
anorovbia cupeCaivov, wore gupl aeds +o pas 
Eotl To eE avrov’ éy ToUTHS yae wedrEepoy Td 
celrioy Aéyorcev, SevtEpoy O2 +d EF adTOv. was, 
ouv EvAovoy aeverrOar Thy TaLWed wY Eth Ted- 
Tepov Kat SevrEpov, KATA Tv huereeay Jeo, 
GAN’ Ex Thg xaTa plow avTols EvuTagyovons 
anorouriag ; S. Basil. advers, Eunom. |. i. 
§. 20. 

§ Asurepevder prtv 6 vidg TOU wareds TH ai- 
vio Seurepeves SE Kal Td VED Ma TOD UioD KaTa 
Tov Tig airiag Aoyoy. S. Basil. apud Georg. 
Pachym. Hist.1. 7. ‘Q¢ pv yap viog rakes 
pety SEUTEDOG TOU Tater, brs am’ éusivov, nat 
AE iaprar, Tt dex Kal aivia Tov givas abrod 
6 merne, nat ort os avrod 4 medodeg nal me0- 
caywyn Wess Tov Gedy wareen, pues 32 ovners 
Seurepog, Seder n Sedrng ey Exarépw erie ore 
Snrovors nal Td mvedpee TO aytov, Ei ual Umobé- 
Bune ray vidv rn re Taker ual ro akiouar, 
oUnET’ AY EindTMG WS aAROTEIAG LEdexXOY pu- 


second unto the Father,§ from 


sews. S. Basil. contra Eunom. I. iii. §. 1. 
‘Si unum Deum singulariter nominamus, 
excludentes vocabulum secunde persone, 
furorem ejus heresis approbamus que ip- 
sum asserit Patrem passum.’ Phebad. 
contra Arian. p.111. ‘Illi cui est in Filio 
secunda persona, est et tertia in Spiritu 
Sancto.’ Ibid. p. 112. ‘Sic alius a Filio 
Spiritus, sicut a Patre Filius: sic tertia 
in Spiritu, ut in Filio secunda persona.’ 
Ibid. ‘ Omne quod prodit ex aliquo, se- 
cundum sit ejus necesse est de quo prodit, 
non tamen est separatum. Secundus 
autem ubiest, duo sunt; et tertius ubi est, 
tres sunt: tertius enim est Spiritusa Deo 
et Filio.”’ Tertull. advers. Praxeam, c. 8s 
‘Sic alium ase Paracletum, quomodo et 
nos a Patre alium Filium; ut tertium 
gradum ostenderet in Paracleto, sicut nos 
secundum in Filio.’ Ibid. c. 9. ¢ Hic in- 
terim acceptum a Patre munus effudit 
Spiritum Sanctum, tertium numen divini- 
tatis, et tertium nomen majestatis.’ Ibid. 
c. 30. ‘O & altiou yeyovarg vide, Sevreges od 
Eotly vidg xabeotnxe, Tapa Tov maTeds ual To 
elves xal rotdode elves eiAnpwo. Huseb. Dem. 
Evang. |. iv. c. 3. ‘Et quidem confes- 
sione communi secunda quidem ab auctore 
nativitas est, quia ex Deo est ; non tamen 
separabilis ab auctore, quia in quantum 
sensus noster intelligentiam tentabit ex- 
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whom he receiveth his origination, and the Holy Ghost unto 


the Son. 


Neither can we be thought to want a sufficient foun- 


dation for this priority of the first person of the Trinity, if we 
look upon the numerous testimonies of the ancient doctors of 
the Church, who have not stuck to call the Father the origin,* 
the cause,t the author,{ the root,§ the fountain, || and the head 
of the Son,{] or the whole Divinity. 


cedere, in tantum necesse est etiam gene- 
ratio excedat.’ S. Hilar. de Trinit. 1. xii. 
c. 51. ‘Tua enim res est, et unigenitus 
tuus est filius, ex te Deo Patre Deus ve- 
rus, et a te in nature tue unitate genitus, 
post te ita confitendus, ut tecum, quia 
wterne originis sue es auctor zternus. 
Nam dum ex te est, secundus a te est.’ 
Ibid. c. 54. This by the Schools is called 
ordo nature, ordo originis, ordo naturalis 
presuppositionis. Which being so gene- 
rally acknowledged by the fathers, when 
we read in the Athanasian creed, ‘In this 
Trinity none is afore or after other,’ we 
must understand it of the priority of per- 
fection or time. 

* Mingay yap a tin nat davakiov adpyn, wanr- 
Aoy 3E eines TE Kal dvaliwg, pei Deornros wy 
apy nat ayadirnroes Tig ev via ual mredpars 
Sewpourstvng. S. Greg. Naz. Orut. 1. et 29. 
Mi yeovinny dexnv ov uid naradeen Tivo Aé- 
YovTOG, GAAS AK eovoy dexiy yivwrKe TOY Ta- 
Tien dex yae viov axeovos, duaradnaros. 
S. Cyril. Hier. Catech. 11. “Apy pedv ody 
marers oddenria, dex Se tov viov o marhe. S. 
Basil. contra Eunom. 1. ii. §.12.  aiveras 
Aoverdey 6 panaptog ElayyEMIoTIg cahécregoy 
iyaty Eppenyevov To THs deyiic von ovdey yee 
ETELOV, GG ELKOG, THY APY Elval now, H adroy 
av Harépa, dp ovmee 6 Cav traerle Adyos, 
naddqmee EF HAlov 70. pas, odnody dey TH TiB 
Marip, S. Cyril. Alex. Thesaur. c. 32. 
‘Cum dixisset, quem mittet Pater, addidit, 
in nomine meo: non tamen dixit, quem mit- 
tet Pater a me, quemadmodum dixit, quem 
ego mittam vobis a Patre; viz. ostendens 
quod totius Divinitatis, vel, si melius di- 
citur, Deitatis, principium Pater est.’ S. 
August. de Trin. 1.4. c- 20. ‘ Unum prin- 
cipium ad creaturam dicitur Deus, non 
duo vel tria principia. Ad se autem in- 
vicem in Trinitate, si gignens ad id quod 
gignitur principium est, Pater ad Filium 
principium est, quia gignit eum.’ S. Au- 
gust. de Trin. 1. 5. c. 14. ‘ Pater ergo 
principium Deitatis.’ Gennad. de Eccles. 
Dogmat. c. 1. In this sense the Greek 
fathers used dvapyos as proper to the Fa- 
ther (in the same notion with 4yéwnrec, 
with relation to the ‘ principium produc- 
tionis’), and denied it to the Son: ‘o %& 
vlog, day pedv wg alrioy Tov araréen AaCayne, 
on avaexoc, eX ya viod Oo MarHe wo aiTtOg" 
Edy 32 chy dad ypovou vong dexny, xat dvagyoc. 
S. Greg. Naz. Orat. 29,0 El rig dytwntov 


nal dvacyoy Aéyoi Tov uldv* we Ovo avap ya, nat Svo 
ayévnra Aéywy, nat dvo mod Oeore, avabeua 
torw. Synod. Sirm. Conf. prim. thus first 
translated into Latin: ‘Si quis innascibi- 
lem et sine initio dicat Filium, tanquam duo 
sine principio, et duo innascibilia, et duo 
innata dicens, duos faciat deos, Anathema 
sit. S. Hilar. de Synod. art. xxvi. In 
which sense the Platonists did understand 
ayéwnros of God : “Qoere otn ayabev 7H AE- 
yopeévn UAn 70 Kormeeiodat, eimee dyéwnrog ein 
fi Amd Hedvou frdvoy, AAAS Kal +d dard aitiay, 
x20 0 onpratvomevoy nal Tov Sedv ayéwnrov Aé- 
yorrey. Hierocles de provid. p. 8. ed. Lond. 
1655. And the Latins attributing the 
term principium to the Son, do it with the 
addition of de or ex principio. ‘ Pater 
principium non de principio, Filius prin- 
cipium de principio.’ S. August. contra 
Mazirz. 1. 3.c. 17. § Principium ex prin- 
cipio et unum est, et initio caret.’ faus- 
tus Rheg. Epist. 16. ‘ Ex ore, inquit,(Eccl. 
i. 4.) Altissimi prodivi ; heec est enim na- 
tivitas perfecta sermonis, hoc est princi- 
pium sine principio ; hic est ortus habens 
initium in nativitate, in statu non habens.’ 
Phebad. contra Arian. p. 94. ‘Sicut in 
creaturis invenitur principium primum et 
principium secundum ; ita in personis divi- 
nis invenitur principium non de principio, 
quod est Pater, et principium a principio, 
quod est Filius.’ Tho. Aquin.1. q. 33. art. 
4, And to this all the Schoolmen writing 
on his Sums agree, as all upon the Sen- 
tences. 1. Dist. 29. 

+ Aitia éoriv i TOU Deed puctc, nal Tov 
viod, nal Tod aylou mvedmuaros, Hal TiS RTICEWS 
gacne. S. Athanas. Dissert. Orthod. et 
Anom. Dial. ii. §. 23. Anaad vig Bore BU- 
valeig aYEVINT MG Lal avdeyws UpEerTica, HTS 
tool aitia tio dardvrov orev altiag Ex yap 
Tov maredg 6 uidg, OF ov ta wavra. S. Basil. 
Epist. 43. And upon that place, ‘ this 
day have I begotten thee :” *AAAd 76 prey, 
yeyévnua, tiv alviay dd’ fio tyes dexny rob 
eivar onpratyer. Id. contra Eunom. }.ii. §.17. 
Tl&s ovdeniay Siadoeay nararsiores, ovde Thy Ev 
airiosg meg Te EF adtayv tvvrdeyourav; Id. 
].i. §. 23. TWpog 70, Ors Eye TASov Ev TH Ov 
Mars TO Wareds mrov, Eidivar Yen, Orr apyry 
Eavrov Hat airiay Lortypadpesvos Tov mareea 
ravra rAsyer. Id. Epist. 64. Asaopav raiv 
imorractwy éy ovars talc reioly iStornct, Tn 
avarrio xat Taremn, nal airiarn vind, xal +H 
airseTs nal exmroeevTn, Emiyryyaoxousev. Da- 
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For by these titles it appeareth clearly, First, That they 
made a considerable difference between the person of the Fa- 


masc. |. 4, c. 5. Tov marépa rod Adyou xat 
Tis coplac, wal meoGorta TOU mvEduaToS ToD 
aylov, viv mparny aitiay Hat dexny papeey THs 
Sedmnrog etvat. Zachar. Mitylen. p. 215. 
ed. Barth. 1655. And although Thomas 
Aquinas, and Eugenius bishop of Rome 
in the definition of the Council of Florence, 
have observed that the Greeks in this 
case do use the term causa, but the La- 
tins only principium: yet the very Latin 
fathers in the twenty-fifth session of the 
same Council have these words: piav 
ywooronsy Tov marten aitiay, nab pilav, xat 
mnyhy Tig Ieorer0¢* and we have before cited 
Victorinus Afer, p. 51. col. 2. who says : 
‘ Pater causa est ipsi Filio ut sit.’ So St. 
Hilary : ‘ Deum nasci, non est aliud quam 
in ea natura esse qua Deus est; quia 
nasci cum causam nativitatis ostendat, 
non disproficit tamen in genere auctoris 
exsistere.’ De Trin. 1.11..c. 11. ‘ Ex 
Spiritu enim. Spiritus nascens, licet de 
proprietate Spiritus, per quam et ipse Spi- 
ritus est, nascatur, non tamen alia ei pre- 
terquam perfectarum atque indemutabi- 
lium causarum ad id quod nascitur causa 
est; et ex causa, licet perfecta atque in- 
demutabili nascens, necesse est ex causa 
in cause ipsius proprietate nascatur.’ Id. 
112. c.8. ‘ Qui ex eo quiest natus est, 
intelligi non potest ex eo quod non fuit 
natus esse, quia ejus qui est ad id quod 
est causa est, non etiam id quod non est 
origo nascendi est.’ Ibid.c.17. ‘ Deus 
omnium que sunt causaest. Quod autem 
rerum omnium causa est, etiam sapientiz 
sue causa est, nec unquam Deus sine sa- 
pientia sua. Imgitur sempiterne sue sa- 
pientiz causa est sempiterna.’ S. August. 
lib. de div. Quast. Ixxxiii. quest. 16. And 
as they called the Father the cause of the 
Son, so they accounted it the propriety of 
the Father to be without a cause ; as ap- 
pears out of Alexander the bishop of 
Alexandria’s Epistle before produced. 

t We have cited Phebadius speaking 
so before, p. 51. col. 2. to which may be 
added: ‘Si quis igitur adhuc et de Apo- 
stolo requirit dominicum statum, id est, 
singularis substantiz dualitatem, que per 
naturam auctori suo jungitur:’ p. 110. et 
paulo post: ‘Sed cum refertur ex ipso, 
certe ad Patrem, ut ad rerum omnium re- 
spicitur auctorem.’ St. Hilary is known 
to speak frequently of the authority of 
the Father, as of the author of his Son ; 
and several places have been already col- 
lected, especially by Petavius, to which 
these may be added, besides what have 
been already produced. ‘In ipso quod 
Pater dicitur, ejus quem genuit auctor os- 


tenditur.’ De Trin. 1. 4.¢.9. ‘Cum po- 
tius honor Filii dignitas sit paterna, et 
gloriosus auctor sit ex quo is, qui tali glo- 
ria sit dignus, exstiterit.’ Ibid. c. 10. 
‘ Aliud est sine auctore esse semper eter- 
num, aliud quod Patri, id est, auctori, est 
coeternum. Ubi enim Pater auctor, ibi 
et nativitas est. At vero ubi auctor eter- 
nus est, ibi et nativitas eterna est : quia 
sicut nativitas ab auctore est, ita ab eterno 
auctore eterna nativitas est.’ Ibid. 1. 12. 
c. 21. ‘ Quod vero ex eterno natum est, 
id si non eternum natum est, jam non erit 
et Pater auctor eternus. Si quid igitur 
ei quiab eterno Patre natus est ex xter- 
nitate defuerit, id ipsum auctori non est 
ambiguum defuisse.’ Ibid. ‘Natum non 
post aliquid, sed ante omnia ; ut nativitas 
tantum testetur auctorem, non prepos- 
terum aliquid in se auctore significet.’ 
Ibid. c. 51. ‘ Natus autem ita, ut nihil 
aliud quam se sibi significet auctorem.’ 
Ibid. c. 52. ‘Ipsius tamen auctor est 
Pater generandosine initio.’ Ruff.in Symb. 
§. 9. ‘Si propterea Deum Patrem Deo 
Filio dicis auctorem, quia ille genuit, ge- 
nitus est iste, quia iste de illo est, non 
ille de isto ; fateor et concedo.’ S. August. 
contra Maxim. |]. 3. c. 14. 

§ ‘Nec dubitaverim Filium dicere et 
radicis fruticem, et fontis fluvium, et solis 
radium.’ Tertull. adv. Prazeam,c.8. ‘Nec 
frutex tamen a radice, nec fluvius a fonte, 
nec radius a sole discernitur; sicutneca 
Deo Sermo.’ Ibid. “Eors pv ya 6 warip 
Téreiov EXwY TO Elves xal dvevdets, pila nat 
Tnyn TOU vied kat Tou aylou mvevuatoo. S. 
Basil. Homil. 26. ‘ Dominus Pater, quia 
radixest Filii.’ $. Ambros. in Luc. 1. 10. c. 
d.ut etde Fide, |. 4. c. 5. St. Cyrilof Alex- 
andria speaking of the baptismal institu- 
tion : Tay péy yae dvwrdrm pilav, hig éméneive 
TO TUETaY OvdEV, EvYONTELS TOV Tara Toy OE YE 
TiS dvwrare pilns Enmepundra wal yeyevvnprévoy 
magadeen roy uidy. De S. Trin. Dial. 2. 

|| "Avaexog 6 marie mnyh tov rig Sinato- 
TUNG WoTaeov, Tou peovoyevare o mathe. S. 
Cyril. Hieros. Catech. 11. ‘In hac ergo 
natura filius est, et in hoc originis fonte 
subsistens processit ex sapiente sapientia, 
ex forti virtus, ex lumine splendor.’ Vigil. 
Taps. Disp. p. 702. ‘Q4¢ wvevpua Deod nat e€ 
adrod wednveg, altiov abroy Exov, wo wnyiv 
Eaurov, xduersev wnyacov. Basil. Homil. 28. 
Aéyet wept Tov vicd h Ssia yeahh, Krivet, pucty, 
EW avTOUS Go Torapeog Elenync’ Exqroeeuorevas 
Sndovors Ex Tig arnBove wnyiic tig Cwiic, THs 
TU Tarpig Sedrntog. Act. Concil. Nic. 1. il. 
c. 22. And St. Cyril of Alexandria, who 
often useth this expression, gives us the 
full signification of it in these words, upon 
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ther, “ of whom are all things,” and the person of the Son, “ by 
whom are all things.” (1 Cor. viii. 6.) Secondly, That. the 
difference consisteth properly in this, that as the branch is from 
the root, and river from the fountain, and by their origination 
from them receive that being which they have; whereas the 
root receiveth nothing from the branch, or fountain from the 
river; so the Son is from the Father, receiving his subsistence 
by generation from him; the Father is not from the Son, as 
being what he is from none. 

Some indeed of the ancients may seem to have made yet a 
farther difference between the persons of the Father and the 
Son, laying upon that relation terms of greater opposition. 
As if, because the Son hath not his essence from himself, the 
Father* had; because he was not begotten of himself, the 
Fathert had been so; because he is not the cause of himself, 
the Fathert were. Whereas, if we speak properly, God the 
Father hath§ neither his being from another, nor from himself; 
not from another, that were repugnant to his paternity; not 
from himself, that were a contradiction in itself. And there- 
fore those expressions are not to be understood positively 
and affirmatively, but negativelyi| and exclusively, that he hath 


the first chapter of St. John, p. 12. *Ad.- 
uncer 96 AWG ovdeV TO, WE EY TNYK, TH Ware 
ov viov Umde KE EWVOELY’ rove yae vo ef ov TO 
Tig TInYiG EY TOUTOIS dvoKA onuaive. * Pa- 
trem quidem non genitum, non creatum, 
sed ingenitum profitemur; ipse enim a 
nullo originem ducit, ex quo et Filius na- 
tivitatem, et Spiritus Sanctus processi- 
onem accepit. Fons ergo ipse et origo 
est totius divinitatis.’ Concil. Tolet. can. 
11. ‘ Quanto magis Dei vocem creden- 
dum est et manere in eternum, et sensu 
ac virtute comitari; quam de Deo Patre 
tanquam rivus de fonte traduxit ?’ Lactan. 
de ver. Sap. 1. 4. c. 8. et rursus, c. 29, 
‘ Cum igitur et Pater Filium faciat, et Fi- 
lius Patrem, una utrique mens, unus spi- 
ritus, una substantia est: sed ille quasi 
exuberans fons est, hic tanquam defluens 
ex eo rivus; ille tanquam sol, hic tan- 
quam radius a sole porrectus.’ 

q ‘Caput, quod est principium omnium, 
Filius : caput autem, quod est principium 
Christi, Deus.’ Concil. Sirm. accepted 
and expounded as Orthodox by St. Hi- 
lary: ‘Caput enim omnium Filius, sed 
caput Filii Deus.’ de Synod. c. 60. * Cum 
ipse sit omnium caput, ipsius tamen caput 
est Pater.” Ruff. in Symb. §. 9. ‘Tu ca- 
pitis primique caput, tu fontis origo.’ S. 
Hilar. ad Leonem.v. 9. Ove Svo ticly ae- 
wat, GARG KEpaay Tov viod 6 wari, ula fh 
apyn. S. Cyril. Hieros. Catech. 11. ‘Ca- 
put Filii Pater est, et caput Spiritus 
Sancti Filius, quia de ipso accepit.’ S, 
August. Quest. Vet. Test. 9. St. Chry- 


sostom is so clearly of the opinion that 
1 Cor. xi. 3, is to be understood of Christ 
as God, that from thence he proves him 
to have the same essence with God: Ei 
ye KEparn yuvasstos 6 aviie, deroovosos OE i HEM 
Pari 7H caHparie nepari 98 rod vied 6 Sede, 
Gerooversog duidg Tw mare. So likewise Theo- 
doret upon the same place, t. iil. p. 171. 
“H 82 yuvii ob goinua Tov dvdpoc, AN’ Ex This 
ouriag rou avdedc. odd 6 vidg dpa crointen ToD 
Jeov, GAA én Tio ovciag roo Qed. So St. 
Cyril: Kepaan tov Xerorod 6 Sedo, ors 2€ 
aur Kare quow yeyivnras yae 6 Abyog Ex 
vou Seo xl wareds, Ad Regin. Ep. 1. 

*) Lactams dod) cn 182.8) oBilan Wea. 
Zach. Mitylen. p, 214. seqq. 

+ Lactan. ib. Synes. Hymn. 

+ S. Hieron. in c. 3. ad Eph. 

§ "Avagyog ov 6 marie, ov yae eréewHey ai- 
7TH, ode Tag EavToU ToEWat. S. Greg. Naz. 
Orat. 30. ‘O dyévnros ov yeyéevnrat, 018 ip’ 
Eavrov, ov0 ip erégov. S. Athan. ‘ Sirursum 
quod a semetipso sit accipias, nemo sibi 
ipse et munerator et munus est.’ S. Hilar. 
de Trin, 1.2.c.7. ‘Qui putant Deum ejus 
potentie esse ut seipsum ipse genuerit, eo 
plus errant, quod non solum Deus ita non 
est, sed neque corporalis neque spiritualis 
creatura. Nulla enim omnino res est 
que seipsam gignat ut sit. Et ideo non 
est credendum, vel dicendum, quod Deus 
genuit se.’ S. August. 

|| This appeareth by those expositions 
which have been given of such words as 
seem to bear the affirmation ; as aroyéve- 
Bros, abtopung, avroyovos, airoyevis, &c. Av= 
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his essence from none, that he is not begotten of any, nor hath 


he any cause of his existence. 


So that the proper notion of 


the Father in whom we believe is this, that he is a person sub- 
sisting eternally in the one infinite essence of the Godhead ; 
which essence or subsistence he hath received from no other 

erson, but hath communicated the same essence, in which 
himself subsisteth, by generation to another person, who by that 


generation is the Son. 


royevng, avroyévebAog, OVX Ex TIVO YEVaLAEVOS, 
Hesych. And Avroasyevros, Oed¢ ayévynros, 
airoyéwntos. Idem. And after him Suidas : 
AdrorsyevTos, airoyévynros, 6 £0 6 dyévynroc. 
And if avroyévynrog be not airébey yewnroc, 
no more is avréGeog to be taken for aidrobey, 
or é& savrod Sede. 
gyrical Oration gives this title to the Son: 
Ola rot xabcrou Seod watda yriciov xat avTd- 
Stov meornvvercOas. Hist. 1.x. c. 4, And in 
his Evangelical Demonstration calls him : 
avroyory, ual avTorcyoy, xal airocopiay, xat 
ert 88 adTonaroy ual avroayaboy. liv. c. 2. 
and in the thirteenth chapter of the same 
book with relation to the former words : 
Tov Beod Adyoo avroLan tuyydvev, nat adro- 
pag voegdv, nal Cou AAD gWeonarEtAERT EE, 
Theodoret terms him : avroddvaproy nai ad- 
rolany xat adroropiay. contra Anathem. 4, 
Cyrilli. St. Basil: adro{wxy, in Psal. xlviii. 
et de Spiritu Sancto, c. 8. and avrodinato- 
cumy, Ep. 141. St. Chrysostom: avroaba- 
vaclay, arouaxaeornta. St. Athanasius 
gives him them, and many more to the 
same purpose. And before all these Ori- 
gen : “Ov esy voeeiLorcev nat wemeiopreba dexti- 
Gey sive @edv, ual vidv Oeov, ovTo¢ 6 adrordyos 
éorl, nat  adtoropia, ual nh avroanrndea. Cc. 
Cels.1. iii. §. 41. And again: Tig naarov 
Tig “Incot Luyis, 1 xav Tacamnnciog xEXsrAn- 
Tas TH Kugio, TH adToAdyw, xal adrorodia nat 
adrowrnbeia nat adrodixatocuym; |, vi. §. 47. 
Einav potv rod Seod 6 wrewrdronos maons xri- 
gEwS oT 6 aUTOACYOG, Hal h avTIAAnOEa, Er 
S88 ualiadrocopia. Ibid. §. 63. And cer- 
tainly in the same sense that airis is 
joined with one attribute, it may be join- 
ed with any other, and with the Godhead: 
because all the attributes of God are 
really the same, not only with themselves, 
but with the essence. But in what sense 
it ought to be understood, when thus used 
by the fathers, it will be necessary to in- 
quire, lest it be so attributed to the Son, 
as it prove derogatory tothe Father. St. 
Basil, I confess, may seem to speak, as 
if the Son were therefore airof{an, because 
he hath life of himself, not from the Fa- 
ther (and consequently he may be termed 
avrébeos, as God of himself, not from the 
Father), for he denieth those words, “I 
live by the Father,”’ (John vi. 58.) to be 
- spoken of Christ according to his divine 
nature, and that only for this reason, that 


Eusebius in his Pane-, 


if it were so understood he could not be 
called airofwn: Ei dia tov maréga 6 uldg Ci, 
ds” Eregoy nal ob ds Eaurdy On, 6 92 de” Ergo Cav 
avrolar sivas ov duvaras from whence he 
concludeth : sic riv évavOecmnow vv xal ovx 
elo Thy Seornta, TO Eipnmévoy voety det. contra 
Eunom. |. 4. p. 290. But because the 
authority of that book is questioned, I 
shall produce the same author upon the 
same Scripture, speaking to the same 
purpose, in his 141st epistle, al. 8th, §.4. 
which is unquestionably genuine : “Evrad- 
Oa 38 4d pursy obw abTiy meoasraviov, do oipecs, 


e A 3 f ~ ‘ \ ze ~ ? XN 
Contiv dvorec.Zere wav yao 75 0t Erecov Cav airogar 


sivas ov Suvarar. ‘Lo which testimonies I 
answer, first, that those words of his, ws 
ofpectes (as I think) shew that he doth not 
absolutely deny these words of Christ to 
be understood of his Divinity, of which 
the rest of the fathers quoted before did 
understand it; and not only they, but St. 
Basil himself, in his book de Spiritu Sancto, 
c. 8, §. 19. hath delivered a clear resolu- 
tion of this point according to that inter- 
pretation, wholly consonant to his doc- 
trine of the Trinity in other parts of his 
works: “Ouwe prévrot, iva panmore Ex vou 
pEyebous ra Evepyourctvay megomracdauey Eig 
+o pavracOhvar avaexov eivas Tov xUvetoY, TE 
guoly 4 abrolmn ; “Eya Cm id viv waren, 
Xai h Tov Oeod divers; Ov dvvaras 6 vide mot- 
Ely ap EavTod obdiv. mat hh adrerEAng copia ; 
"Evroaiy AaGov, Ti elarw nal Ti rAAKow 3 Christ 
therefore as avrofwy spake those words, 
“‘T live by the Father,’ and by them 
shewed his origination from him, from 
whom he received his life, power, and 
wisdom, as receiving his essence, which 
is the same with them: wherefore those 
former passages are to be looked upon, as 
if avvd¢ in composition did not deny ori- 
gination, but participation, or receiving 
by way of affection. And that he under- 
stood it so, appears out of the places 
themselves: for in the first, after 6” ere- 
eo Cav abroCwh etvat od Sdvaras, Immediately 
followeth, od8& yap 6 xara yapw wyiog av- 
roayiog: and in the sccond, after way ro 
Erepov Cav arrow Eivai ov Suvaras, followeth 
likewise, wo ob88 +3 dg’ Erégou SepuavOev ai- 
vobepdrns eivat, The meaning then of St. 
Basil must be this, that he which receiv- 
eth life from another merely as a grace 
or favour, as the saints receive their 


¢ 
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- Howsoever, it is most reasonable to assert that there is but 
one Person who is from none; and the very generation of the 
Son and procession of the Holy Ghost undeniably prove, that 
neither of those two can be that Person. For whosoever is 
generated is from him which is the genitor, and whosoever pro- 
ceedeth is from him from whom he proceedeth, whatsoever the 
nature of the generation or procession be. It followeth there- 
fore that this Person is the Mather, which name speaks nothing 
of dependence, nor supposeth any kind of priority in another. 

From hence it is observed that the name of God, taken ab- 
solutely,* is often in the Scripture spoken of the Father; as 
when we read of “ God sending his own Son;” (Rom. viii. 3.) 
of “the grace of our Lord Jesus Christ, and the love of God ;” 
(2 Cor. xiii. 14.) and generally wheresoever Christ is called the 
Son of God, or the Word of God, the name of God is to be 
taken particularly for the Father, because he is no Son but of 
the Father. From hence he is styled “ one God,” (1 Cor. viii. 6. 
Eph. iv. 6.) “the true God,” (1 Thess. i. 9.) “the only true 


sanctity, cannot properly be termed airo- 
€wi, no more than they airodyio: or if he 
receive it by derivation or participation, 
as water receiveth heat from fire, he de- 
serveth the same name no more than 
water heated to be called airodepporne, 
And this is fully consonant to the expres- 
sions of the rest of the ancients: as par- 
ticularly Athanasius, contr. Gent. §. 46. 
Ob nara meroxiy vabre av, oUdE EL aber Emrt- 
yivoreévav TOUTMY AUTO KAT& TODS AUTOU (reE- 
TexovTac, nal capiCopcevous dy avrov, xat duva- 
Tovg nat Aoyinog EvalTa ywvorevous? AAA” av- 
Toropla, adtoroyos, avrodvvapass idle Tov mwa. 
Tpos ETTW, aTOpAs, adroarnJera, airodimaioe 
guy, airoagern, And to the same purpose : 
“Ort od mredexriv Eyer tiv Swpedy, AAR’ adTo- 
Tnyh rat avropica wavroy tort tov ayabéy, 
avtogan, ual avropas, nat abroadndea* in 
the MS. Catena in the King of France’s 
Library. Petav. de Trin. |. vi. c. 11. All 
therefore which these compositions sig- 
nify, is either a negation of a derivative 
participation, or an affirmation of a 
reality and identity of substance, as yet 
farther appears by St. Epiphanius: ad- 
woousia éorly 6 Seog Warie ual 6 vidc, xal ro 
Yov TvEvrd, nat ovy Eregovcia* and Origen 
himself upon St. John: 1 abrodimatoodyn i 
ovriwdng Xprords ott, as also h avroaAndera 
h ovoimdng, uai ty’ rws elarw, mpmrorumos Thg 
ty rats Aoyinais Yuxatg adndeiac. To con- 
clude, there is a catholic sense in which 
the. Son is termed aird0eog, abrocopia, &c. 
by the ancient fathers ; and another sense 
there is in which these terms are so pro- 
per and peculiar to the Father, that they 
are denied to the Son. Indeed airodeog, 
in the highest sense, 2° gavrot Oe0¢, posi- 
tively taken, belongeth neither to the Son 


nor to the Father, as implying a manifest 
contradiction ; because nothing can have 
its being actually from itself, as commu- 
nicated to itself, and that by itself: but 
in a negative way of interpretation, by 
which that is said to be of itself, which 
is and yet is not of or from another, airé- 
Seog belongs properly to the Father, nei- 
ther generated by, nor proceeding from 
another ; and in that sense it is denied 
to the Son, because he is generated by 
the Father, as: & Seod Osi, &x coped co- 
ia, Ex Aoyinod Adyog, nal Ex mWarTpds vidg, saith 
St. Athanasius cont. Ar. Or. iv. §.1. from 
whence he thus proceeds: éxrég ef pati dv 
vio elmros avTocopiay sivas ual avrordyoy Tov 
Seov, AAN’ eb rove ein ay adtd¢ EauTod maTiie 
wat vidge Ibid. §. 2. And again: ¢ 38 av- 
woropia 6 beige, nal +d ex TovTov ATomoy Elen- 
Tat mapa SaBerriw. Lastly, in another 
sense in which aire in composition is 
taken not in obliquo, but in recto, airoSecs, 
that is, aird¢ 6 Sede, God himself, and avro- 
Can, avr 4 Con, life itself: so all these 
terms are attributed to the Son as truly, 
really, and essentially, as to the Father. 
And that the Fathers took it so appears, 
because they did sometimes resolve the 
composition: as when Eusebius calleth 
Christ avréGeov, in the Panegyric before 
cited, presently after he speaketh thus, ]. 
x. §. 4. p. 469. Tiydp ual emeerre rod map 
Baciréwg nat maynyencvos ual abrod Seov Ad- 
youeverncerSar To mveyuars ; where avrov 
Oeod is the same with avrodéov. 

* “Obev of dmdrronrol, nal warn oyedv i 
ayla yeapi, Srav Elan, 6 Oed¢, oUTws amrorv- 
rag nal dmrpordiocicrws, ual ag Emimay oby 
épSen, ual yuple anaros vrorrarined, Toy 


moréen Indore I'heod, Abucara Opusc. 42. 
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God,” (John xvii. 3.) “ the God* and Father of our Lord Jesus 
Christ.” (2 Cor.i. 3. Eph. 1. 3.) 

Which, as it is most true, and so fit to be believed, is also a 
most necessary truth, and therefore to be acknowledged, for 
the avoiding multiplication} and plurality of gods. For if 
there were more than one which were from none, it could not 
be denied but there were more gods than one. . Wherefore this 
origination} in the divine paternity hath anciently been looked 
upon as the assertion of the unity: and therefore the Son and 
Holy Ghost have been believed to be but one God with the 
Father, because both from the Father, who is one; and’so the 


union§ of them. 


Secondly, It is necessary thus to believe in the Father, be- 
cause our salvation is propounded to us by an access unto the 


* « Unait te Deus, Deus tuus. Id enim 
quod ait, tuus, ad nativitatem refertur ; 
ceterum non perimit naturam. Et id- 
circo Deus ejus est, qui ex Deo natus in 
Deum est. Non tamen per id quod 
Pater Deus est, non et Filius Deus est. 
Unzit enim te Deus, Deus tuus ; designata 
videlicet et auctoris sul et ex eo geniti 
significatione, uno eodemque dicto utrum- 
que illum in nature ejusdem et dignitatis 
nuncupatione constituit.’ S.. Hilar. de 
Trin. 1.4. c. 35. ‘Deo enim ex quo 
omnia sunt Deus nullus est, qui sine initio 
zternus est. Filio autem Deus Pater 
est, ex eo enim Deus natus est.’ Ibid. c. 
37. ‘Cum autem ex Deo Deus est, per 
id Deus Pater Deo Filio et nativitatis 
ejus Deus est, et nature Pater, quia Dei 
nativitas et ex Deo est, et in ea generis 
est natura qua Deus est.’ Id. 1. xi.c.11. 
So St. Cyril of Jerusalem, Catech. xi. 
@e5g 6 yewnrag, @sdg 6 yevvnbeicgr Oede rev 
TOV TavToV, Osiv SS EauTOU Tiv Tureen EmL- 
VPAPomnevos. 

t Ma foot elornre, SUo Seovg unpveret, woAv- 
Selav narayyérrss, ov Svo Seot, ovde yae dvo 
martes 6 atv apyas slodywy Sv2, Sdo xnguT- 
ret Seovc. S. Basil. Homil. 26. ‘In duo- 
bus ingenitis diversa divinitas invenitur ; 
in uno autem genito ex uno ingenito na- 
turalis unitas demonstratur.’ Fulgen. 
Resp. contra Arian. ad Obj. 5. ‘Si quis 
innascibilem et sine initio dicat Filium, 
tanquam duo sine principio, et duo inna- 
scibilia, et duo innata dicens, duos faciat 
Deos, Anathema sit.’ Concil. Sirm. [ Vid. 
p. 56. col. 2.] ‘Deus utique procedens 
ex Deo secundam personam efficiens, sed 
non eripiens illud Patri quod unus est 
Deus. Si enim natus non fuisset, innatus 
comparatus cum eo qui esset innatus, 
zquatione in utroque ostensa, duos face- 
ret innatos, et ideo duos faceret Deos. 
Si non genitus esset, collatus cum eo qui 
genitus non esset, et equales inventi, duos 
Deos merito reddidissent non geniti; 


atque ideo duos Deos reddidisset Chris- 
tus, si sine origine esset ut Pater inven- 
tus; et ipse principium omnium ut Pa- 
ter, duo faciens principia, duos osten- 
disset nobis consequenter et Deos, &c.’ 
Novatian. de Trin. c. 31. 

f “Qooree 98 pula dexn, nal nard Toro ig 
Sed. S. Athan. Orat.iv. §.1. Tnpotro F ay, 
wg 6 Eds Adbyos, EiG prev Dede, EI EV aiTLOY 
ual viod ual dyiou mrevuarog dvadEepopeevay, 
S. Gregor. Naz. Orat. 29. “Omou yap juice 
feev i dexn, ev 06 Td e£ abthg, nal by sy 7d 
deyeruroy, puta OF h Einav, 6 Tho EvoTnTog 
noyog ov Ssapdeiperar. S. Basil. Homil. 26. 
‘Patri suo originem suam debens, dis- 
cordiam divinitatis de numero duorum 
Deorum facere non potuit, qui ex illo qui 
est unus Deus originem nascendo con- 
traxit.’ Novatian. de Trin. c. 31, ‘ Con- 
fitemur non Deos duos, sed Deum unum, 
neque per id non et Deum Dei Filium, 
est enim ex Deo Deus; non innascibiles 
duos, quia auctoritate innascibilitatis 
Deus unus est.’ S. Hilar. de Synod. c. 64. 
whose assertion is: ‘ Unum Deum esse 
ex quo omnia, unam virtutem innascibi- 
lem, et unam hanc esse sine initio potes- 
tatem :’ which words belong unto the 
Father, and then it followeth of the Son; 
‘Non enim Patri adimitur quod Deus 
unus est, quia et Filius Deus est. Est 
enim Deus ex Deo, unus ex uno. Ob id 
unus Deus, quia ex se Deus. Contra 
vero non minus per id Filius Deus, quia 
Pater Deus unus sit. Est enim unigeni- 
tus Filius Dei, non innascibilis, ut Patri 
adimat quod Deus unus sit.’ De Trin. 
I. av.ice £5: 

§ dots 38 Tote retot la, Seder Evarrig 3E 
6 marie, 8& ov ual arede Ov avayerar Te ELtC. 
S. Greg. Nas. Orat. 32. Unto which 
words those of Theod. Abucara have re- 
lation: @sd¢ 8 eZargérog AEyeras, Exedy n 
Eymots, Aro avamrubic ual avausharaincic, 
Tig Tpiadog 6 Marhe tory, wg ei7rey 6 @Eo- 
Adyog. Opuse. 42. 
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Father. We are all gone away and fallen from God, and we 
must be brought to him again. There is no other notion under 
which we can be brought to God as to be saved, but the notion 
of the Father; and there is no other person can bring us to 
the Father, but the Son of that Father: for, as the apostle 
teacheth us, ‘through him we have an access by one Spirit 
unto the Father.” (Eph. u. 18.) 

Having thus described the true nature and notion of the 
divine paternity, in all the several degrees and eminences be- 
longing to it, | may now clearly deliver, and every particular 
Christian understand what it is he speaks, when he makes his 
confession in these words, I believe in God the Father: by which 
I conceive him to express thus much: 

As I am assured that there is an infinite and independent 
Being, which we call a God, and that it is impossible there 
should be more infinities than one: so I assure myself that this 
one God is the Father of all things, especially of all men and 
angels, so far as the mere act of creation may be styled gene- 
ration; that he is farther yet, and in a more peculiar manner, 
the Father of all those whom he regenerateth by his Spirit, 
whom he adopteth in his Son, as heirs and coheirs with him, 
whom he crowneth with the reward of an eternal inheritance 
in the heavens. But beyond and far above all this, besides his 
general offspring and peculiar people, “ to whom he hath given 
power to become the sons of God;” (John i. 12.) I believe 
him the Father in a more eminent and transcendent manner, of 
one singular and proper Son, his own, his beloved, his only- 
begotten Son: whom he hath not only begotten of the blessed 
Virgin, by the coming of the Holy Ghost, and the overshadow- 
ing of his power; not only sent with special authority as the 
King of Israel; not only raised from the dead, and made heir 
of all things in his house; but antecedently to all this, hath 
begotten him by way of eternal generation in the same Divi- 
nity and Majesty with himself: by which paternity, coeval to 
the Deity, [ acknowledge him always futher, as much as 
always God. And in this relation, I profess that eminency and 
priority, that as he is the original Cause of all things as created 
by him, so is he the fountain of the Son begotten of him, and 
of the Holy Ghost proceeding from him. 
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Arter the relation of God’s paternity, immediately follow- 
eth the glorious attributes of his omnipotency :* that as those 


* For the oldest and shortest Creed 
had always this attribute expressed in it. 
Insomuch that Mayroxedrwe was ordina- 
rily by the ancients taken for the Father, 
as Origen, adv. Celsum, }. vii. §. 10. “Exgiv 
d€ adroy enbicbas airais rAEZeot Tas mWeo- 
gursiag eix” ev aig @sdg Mavronedrwe emny- 


yérrero eivas 6 Abyav, eit Ev aig 6 Ylog rov 
Oo, elt” ev ais 70 TIveduen 1d Aytoy AEyov Ervat 
2miorevero. And according to this general 
confession did Polycarp begin his prayer 
at his martyrdom : Kugie 6 ©e0g 6 mavroxpd- 
we, 6 Tov ayarnrod nal edroyntod masdic cov 
"Incod Xporod warhp. Eccles. Smyrn. Epist. 
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in heaven in their devotions, so we on earth in our confessions 
might acknowledge that “ Holy, holy, holy Lord God Almighty, 
which was, and is, and is to come;” (Rev. iv. 8.) that in our 
solemn meetings of the Church of God, with the joint expres- 
sion and concurring language of the congregation, we might 
some way imitate that ‘voice of a great multitude, as the 
voice of many waters, and as the voice of mighty thunderings, 
saying, Allelujah, for the Lord God omnipotent reigneth.” 
(Rev. xix. 6.)* | 

This notion of Almighty in the CREED, must certainly be 
interpreted according to the sense which the original word 
beareth in the New Testament; and that cannot be better un- 
derstood than by the Greek writers or interpreters of the Old, 
especially when the notion itself belongs unto the Gospel and 
the Law indifferently. Now the word which we translate 4/- 
mighty,+ the most ancient Greek interpreters used sometimes 
for the title of God, the Lord of Hosts, sometimes for his name 
Shaddai, as generally in the Book of Job: by the first, they 
seem to signify the rule and dominion which God hath over 
all; by the second, the strength, force, or power by which he 
is able to perform all things. “The heavens and the earth 
were finished (saith Moses), and all the host of them.” (Gen. 
ii. 1.) and he which began them, he which finished them, is the 
ruler and commander of them. Upon the right of creation 
doth he justly challenge this dominion. ‘I have made the 
earth, and created man upon it; I, even my hands, have 
stretched out the heavens, and all their host have I com- 
manded.” (Isa. xlv. 12.) And on this dominion or command 
doth he raise the title of the Lord of Hosts:{ which, though 
preserved in the §original language both by St. Paul and St. 
James, yet by St. John is turned into that word which we trans- 
late Almighty. Wherefore from the use of the sacred writers, 
from the ||notation of the word in Greek, and from the testi- 


* Of mwappnciay eianpires, Tov wavroned- 
Toge matéea xanreiv. Constit. Apost. 1. i. 
Prowm. 

t Tlavroxedrmp, translated by Tertullian 
and St. Augustin Omnitenens (as Tertul- 
lian translates xocjoxgarogas munditenen- 
tes), by Prudentius Omnipollens, by all 
Omnipotens (as St. Hilary translated xoc- 
frokearoeae mundipotentes), and, as I con- 
ceive, it is translated Capar universorum, 
by the Latin interpreter of Hermas. 
‘ Primum omnium credo quod unus est 
Deus, qui omnia creavit, et consum- 
mavit, et ex nihilo fecit. Ipse capax 
universorum, solus immensus est.’ I, ii. 
Mand. 1. Which by the interpreter of 
Treneus is thus translated: ‘ Omnium 
capax, et qui a nemine capiatur.’ |. iv. 
c. 37. 

£ Kugtos caBawd. 


§ Ei poh Kuetog SaRaad tynarércmev nycty 
omteud. Rom. ix. 29. the words of Isa. 
1.9. Kat ai Boal trav Segicavrey ele ra ora 
Kupiou Zahaw) eiceAndvbacw. Jam. v. 4. 
which are the words of St. James in re- 
lation to Deut. xxiv.15. “Avytos, &yso¢, 
&yiog Kupiog 6 @t0¢ 6 wavroxearwp., Rev. 
iv. 8. which are before in Isaiah. “Ayios, 
&ytog, &ytog Kupiog ZaBawd. Isa. vi. 3. To 
Y Seeoroy Egotmrey nal oeel rig TaBawd pwviic, 
Torrhayov Trav emwdav graparanPavoreévns* 
Ort €i preTahamBavoreey TO Gvopee Eig Td Kuptos 
Trav Suvaprewv, 4 Kugsog oreariav, % mavro- 
ngatoe (Siaddens yae avrd eedeLavro of 
EgeenvevovTes avtd), ovdey wosnoouev, Origen. 
contra Cels. 1. iv. §. 45. 

|| That savroxedrwe should have the 
signification of government in it, accord- 
ing to the composition in the Greek lan- 
guage, no man can doubt, who but only 
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mony of the ancient fathers,* we may well ascribe unto God 
the Father, in the explication of this article, the dominion over 
all, and the rule and government of all. 

This authority or power properly potestative is attributed 
unto God in the sacred Scriptures ;+ from whence those names 
or titles,t which most aptly and fully express dominion, are 
frequently given unto him; and the rule, empire, or govern- 
ment of the world is acknowledged to be wholly in him, as 
uecessarily following that natural and eternal right of domi- 
nion. 

What the nature of this authoritative power is, we shall the 
more clearly understand, if we first divide it into three degrees 
or branches of it: the first whereof we may conceive, a right of 
making and framing any thing which he willeth, in any manner 
as it pleaseth him, according to the absolute freedom of his 
own will; the second, a right of having and possessing all 
things so made and framed by him, as his own, properly be- 
longing to him, as to the Lord and Master of them, by virtue 
of direct dominion; the third, a right of using and disposing 
all things so in his possession, according to his own pleasure. 
The first of these we mention only for the necessity of it, and 
the dependence of the other two upon it. God’s actual domi- 
nion being no otherwise necessary, than upon supposition of a 
precedent act of creation; because nothing, before it hatha 
being, can belong to any one, neither can any propriety be 


imagined i in that whch hath no entity. 
Touparap, 6 Seog wavrwy xearav. Hesych, 


considers those vulgar terms of their po- 
Tlayrongerapice, mayranen se. Suid. 


litics, Snmoxearia, and dpiorexeatia, from 


whence it appears that jeovoxeatia might 
as well have been used as provagyia: and 
in that sense airoxedrwe is the proper 
title given by the Greeks to the Roman 
emperor, as not only the latter historians, 
but even the coins of Julius Cesar wit- 
ness. Hesych. Aivronedrmwe, avrefovcrcs, 
xocproxedrae : because the Roman empe- 
ror was ruler of the known world. So the 
devils or princes of the air are termed by 
St. Paul, xoruoxedroees, Eph. vi. 12. which 
is all one with deyovres Tov uicmrov, as will 
appear, John xii. 31. xiv. 30. xvi. 11. 
As therefore Kedros signifieth of itself 
rule and authority, Hesych. Kpdros, Bact- 
Agia, ELoucia® Keates, dpyn, eoucia* to which 
sense Eustathius hath observed Homer 
led the following writers by those words 
of his, ody 32 uedros aity déZev, Iliad. mM. v. 
214. 7d putv nedrog currapRaverat a rolg 
Uoregov viv BactAsiay xedros AEyouos* whence 
fEschylus calls Agamemnon and Mene- 
laus SOpovey xpeirog “Ayvarav, Agam. 42. and 
Sophocles after him, Sxeareis “Argeidac, 
Aj. 251. and as xgarety to rule or govern, 
(Karel, xuetever, dexer from whence Kege~ 
Tig, dexwy, eLoves Cay" ) so also in compo- 
sition, wavroxpdrme, the ruler of all, . Tay- 


ie Aigerinal oun odacw & ever mayronearoea, 
Sedov? wavronedtmp yap ETT 6 WayTwY nparoy, 
6 mdvrav EZouctdiCov. of Se AEyovTEs Tov prey 
Eivat THiS sbuxiis deomorny, Toy 08 TW coHma- 
706, ov TEAELOY AEyouriYY 6 yap puriig efouciay 
EY OV, oapnarTog S€ efouriay et EXO, wHS 
Tavrouperae; xat o derworns Taped ray, fea) 
eLoucra ov S8 mvevudtwv, maG Tayrongdrong 5 ; 
S. Cyril. Hieros. Catech. 8. ‘2g vag 73 
mvp boyugoraroy TaN TON ELOY, nal mayroy 
ugarony, ora nal 6 Ok0¢ mayrodivapnos nat 
mavrongaroe, 6 Suvetprevog Mga rio, Tonos, 


 TpEpEW, awe, cue, cupeeros Kal Luyiig 


éfouctay eyo. Theodotus apud Cl. Alex. ex 
Scr. Proph. Ecl. c. 26. p. 804. ‘ Unus 
est Dominus Jesus Christus per quem 
Deus Pater dominatum omnium tenet; 
unde et sequens sermo Omnipotentem 
pronunciat Dominum. Omnipotens au- 
tem ab eo dicitur, quod omnium teneat 
potentatum.’ Ruffin. in Symb. §. 6. 


+ E£oucia. -Luke xii. 5.- Acts i. 7. 
Jude 25. Rev. v. 13. 
t As STN ndbpios, Seormorns. “Ey pay oy 


nuglarg nat Tewr ws ov, ou éy Th eel TavTe, 
nal oo mdvrov Secmiler Te yee cUmmavre 


dAd ca. Phot. Ep. 162. 


I BELIEVE IN GOD THE FATHER ALMIGHTY. 65 


But the second branch or absolute dominion of this Almighty, 
is farther to be considered in the independency and infinity of 
it. First, it is independent in a double respect, in reference 
both to the original, and the use thereof. For God hath re- 
ceived no authority from any, because he hath all power ori- 
ginally in himself, and hath produced all things by the act of 
his own will, without any commander, counsellor, or coad- 
jutor.. Neither doth the use or exercise of this dominion de- 
pend upon any one, so as to receive any direction or regula- 
tion, or to render any account of the administration of it; as 
being illimited, absolute, and supreme, and so the fountain 
from whence all dominion in any other is derived. Wherefore 
he being the “ God of gods,” is also the “ Lord of lords, and 
King of kings,” the “ only Potentate ;”* because he alone hath 
all the power of himself, and whosoever else hath any, hath it 
from him, either by donation or permission. 

The infinity of God’s dominion, if we respect the object, ap- 
pears in the amplitude or extension ; if we look upon the man- 
ner, in the plenitude or perfection ; if we consider the time, in 
the eternity of duration. The amplitude of the object is suf- 
ficiently evidenced by those appellations which the Holy Writ 
ascribeth unto the Almighty, calling him the ‘ Lord of heaven,” 
the ‘Lord of the whole earth,” the ‘‘ Lord of heaven and 
earth ;”’+ under which two are comprehended all things both in 
heaven andearth. This Moses taught the distrusting Israelites 
in the wilderness: ‘‘ Behold the heaven and the heaven of 
heavens is the Lord’s thy God, the earth also with all that is 
therein.” (Deut. x. 14.) With these words David (Psal. 
Ixxxix. 11.) glorifieth God: ‘the heavens are thine, the earth 
also is thine,” so acknowledging his dominion; “as for the 
world and the fulness thereof, thou hast founded them,” so ex- 
pressing the foundation or ground of that dominion. And yet 
more fully, at the dedication of the offerings for the building 
of the Temple, to shew that what they gave was of his own, he 
saith, “Thine, O Lord, is the greatness, and the power, and 
the glory, and the victory, and the majesty: for all that is in 
the heaven and in the earth is thine. Thine is the kingdom, O 
Lord, and thou art exalted as head above all. Both riches 
and honour come of thee, and thou reignest over all.” (1 Chron. 
xxix. 1], 12.)¢ If then we look upon the object of God’s 
dominion, itis of that amplitude and extension, that it includeth 
and comprehendeth all things; so that nothing can be ima- 
gined which is not his, belonging to him as the true owner and 


* Deut. x. 17. Psal. cxxxvi.3. Rev. t Dan. v. 23. Josh. iii. 11. 13. Psal. 
XVil. 14. xix. 16. prdvog Suvaorng. 1 Tim. xcvii.5. Mic.iv. 13. Zech. iv. 14. vi. 5. 
vi. 15. Uhiorog Suvdorng. Ecclus. xlvi. 5. Matt. xi.25. Acts. xvii. 24. 


6 Suvacrng. 2 Mac. xv. 99. Suvacrng ray ¢ .Son qonea Soa Swrn Maven yap way- 
oveavav. 2 Mac. v. 23. 6 trav gwartgwv w- ra Toig Sects Umoya, nal wdvraxh wavrow 
plos, xat maong efouriag Suvactng. 2 Mac. icov of Sect ugurover, Xenoph. de exped, 
lil, 24. “Yaaros uperdvrav. Il. ©, 13. Cyr. 1. ii. c. 5. §. 7 
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proprietor, and subject wholly to his will as the sole governor 
and disposer: in respect of which universal power we must 
confess him to be Almighty. 

If we consider the manner and nature of this power, the 
plenitude thereof or perfection will appear: for as in regard 
of the extension, he hath power over all things; so in respect 
of the intention, he hath all power over every thing, as being 
absolute and supreme. This God challenged to himself, when 
he catechized the prophet Jeremy in a potter’s house, saying, 
“O house of Israel, cannot I do with you as this potter? 
saith the Lord. Behold, as the clay is in the potter’s hand, 
so are ye in my hand, O house of Israel.” (Jer. xviii. 6.) 
That is, God hath as absolute power and dominion over every 
person, over every nation and kingdom on the earth, as the 
potter hath over the pot he maketh, or the clay he mouldeth. 
Thus are we wholly at the disposal of his will, and our present 
and future condition framed and ordered by his free, but wise 
and just, decrees. ‘‘ Hath not the potter power over the clay, 
of the same lump to make one vessel unto honour, and another 
unto dishonour ?” (Rom. ix. 21.) And can that earth-artificer 
have a freer power over his brother potsherd (both being made 
of the same metal), than God hath over him, who by the 
strange fecundity of his omnipotent power, first made the clay 
out of nothing, and then him out of that? 

The duration of God’s dominion must likewise necessarily 
be eternal, if any thing which is be immortal. For, being 
every thing is therefore his, because it received its being from 
him, and the continuation of the creature is as much from him 
as the first production; it followeth that so long as it is con- 
tinued it must be his, and consequently, being some of his 
creatures are immortal, his dominion must be eternal. Where- 
fore St. Paul expressly calleth God ‘‘ the King eternal,’’ 
(1 Tim. i. 17.)* with reference to that of David, “thy kingdom — 
is an everlasting kingdom, and thy dominion endureth through- 
out all generations.” (Psal. cxlv. 18.)+ And Moses in his 
Song hath told us, “the Lord shall reign for ever and ever ;” 
(Exod. xv. 18.)+ which phrase for ever and ever in the original 
signifieth thus much, that there is no time to come assignable 
or imaginable, but after and beyond that God shall reign. 

The third branch of God’s authoritative or potestative power 
consisteth in the use of all things in his possession, by virtue 
of his absolute dominion. For it is the general dictate of 
reason, that the use, benefit, and utility of any thing, redound- 
eth unto him whose it is, and to whom as to the proprietor it 


* Te Bactre Tay aiavey. Theod. and the fifth edit, in Psal. xxi. 4. 
+ comdy-ba moon LXX. Bacideia wavrov So the LXX again, Dan. xii. 7. ti¢ rove 
rey aleve. aigves xa} rt, and Mich. iv. 5, elo rov aiave 
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belongeth. It is true indeed, that God, who is all-sufficient 
and infinitely happy in and of himself, so that no accession 
ever could or can be made to his original felicity, cannot re- 
ceive any real benefit and utility from the creature. ‘“ Thou 
art my Lord (saith David), my goodness extendeth not to 
thee.” (Psal. xvi. 2.)* And therefore our only and absolute 
Lord, because his goodness extendeth unto us, and not ours 
to him, because his dominion is for our benefit, not for his 
own: for us who want, and therefore may receive: not for 
himself who cannot receive, because he wanteth nothing, whose 
honour standeth not in his own, but in our receiving.+} 

But though the universal Cause made all things for the 
benefit of some creatures framed by him, yet hath he made 
them ultimately for himself; and God is as universally the 
final as the efficient cause of his operations. The apostle 
hath taught us, that not only “of him,” and “ by him,” as 
the first author, but also “to him,” and “ for him,” as the 
ultimate end, “ are all things.” (Rom. xi. 36. 1 Cor. viii. 6. 
Heb. ii. 10.) And it is one of the proverbial sentences of 
Solomon, “The Lord hath made all things for himself, yea 
even the wicked for the day of evil.” (Prov. xvi. 4.) For 
though he cannot receive any real benefit or utility from the 
creature, yet he can and doth in a manner receive that which 
hath some similitude or affinity with it. Thus God “ re- 
joiceth,” (Psal. civ. 31.) at the effects of his wisdom, power, 
and goodness, and taketh delight in the works of his hands. 
Thus doth he order and dispose of all things unto his own 
glory, which redoundeth from the demonstration of his at- 
tributes. 

An explicit belief of this authoritative power and absolute 
dominion of the Almighty is necessary, First, for the breeding 
in us an awful reverence of his majesty, and entire subjection 
to his will. For to the highest excellency the greatest honour, 
to the supremet authority the most exact obedience is no more 
than duty. If God be our absolute Lord, we his servants and 
vassals, then is there a right in him to require of us whatsoever 


*<Tile nostra servitute non indiget, 
nos vero dominatione illius indigemus, ut 
operetur et custodiat nos: et ideo verus 
et solus est Dominus, qui non illiad suam, 
sed ad nostram utilitatem salutemque, 
servimus. Nam si nobis indigeret, eo 
ipso non verus Dominus esset, cum per 


tui, ut adjuvet labores tuos. Uterque 
vestrum altero vestrum indiget: itaque 
nullus vestrum vere dominus, et nullus 
vestrum vere servus. Audi verum Domi- 
num, cujus verus es servus, Dixi Domino, 
Deus meus es tu: quare tuidominus? quoniam 
bonorum meorum non eges.’ Id.ad Psal. |xix. 


nos ejus adjuvaretur necessitas, sub qua 
et ipse serviret.’ S, August. de Gen. ad 
lit. 1. viii. c. 11. § Dizi Domino, Deus meus es 
tu: quare? quoniam bonorum non eges. Ile 
non eget nostri, nos egemus ipsius ; ideo 
verus Dominus. Nam tu non valde verus 
Dominus servi tui; ambo homines, ambo 
egentes Deo. Sivero putas egere tui ser- 
vum tuum, ut des panem ; eges et tu servi 
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we can perform, and an obligation* upon us to perform:what- 
soever he commandeth. Whosoever doth otherwise, while he 
confesseth, denieth him; while he acknowledgeth him with his 
tongue, he sets his hand against him. “ Why call ye me Lord, 
Lord (saith our Saviour), and do not the things which I say ?” 
(Luke vi. 46.) 

Secondly, This belief is also necessary to breed in us 
equanimity and patience in our sufferings, to prevent all mur- 
muting, repining, and objecting against the actions or deter- 
minations of God, as knowing that he, who is absolute Lord, 
cannot abuse his power; he, whose will is a law to us, cannot 
do any thing unwisely or unjustly. ‘‘ Let the potsherd strive 
with the potsherds of the earth: shall the clay say to him that 
fashioneth it, What makest thou?” (Isa. xlv.9.) But let 
the man after God’s own heart rather teach us humble and re- 
ligious silence. ‘‘I was dumb (saith he), and opened not my 
mouth, because thou didst it.” (Psal. xxxix. 9.) When 
Shimei cast stones at him, and cursed him, let us learn to 
speak as he then spake: “The Lord hath said unto him, 
Curse David: who shall then say, Wherefore hast thou done 
so?” (2 Sam. xvi. 10.) 

Thirdly, The belief of God’s absolute dominion is yet far- 
ther necessary to make us truly and sufficiently sensible of 
the benefits we receive from him, so as by a right value and 
estimation of them to understand how far we stand obliged 
to him. Noman can duly prize the blessings of heaven, but 
he who acknowledgeth they might justly have been denied 
him; nor can any ‘be sufficiently thankful for them, except it 
be confessed that he owed him nothing who bestowed them. 

But as the original word for Almighty is not put only for the 
Lord of Hosts, but often also for the Lord Shaddai; so we 
must not restrain the signification to the power authoritative, 
but extend it also to that power which is properly operative, 
and executive. In the title of the Lord of Sabaoth we under- 
stand the rule and dominion of God, by which he hath a right 
of governing all: in the name Shaddai we apprehend an in- 
finite force and strength, by which he is able to work and per- 
form all things. For whether we take this word in composi- 
tion, as signifying the Adl-suffictent ; whosoever is able to 
suppeditate ali things to the sufficing all, must have an in- 
finite power: or whether we deduce it from the root denoting 
vastation or destruction ;{ whosoever can destroy the being of 


* "Buol monic Eort ual uarapuyy Kal vonos 
Kal rov Sinatou rou 7 adinou mavreg xeirng 
‘O Seomrorng: weds ToUroy Eva Set Cry epee. 

Servus apud Menand. ap. Stob. Flor. 

tit. 62. 
+ So BR. Solomon will have it com- 
pounded of w the pronoun and “7, tury 
saa 525 smmbxa because in God there is 


sufficiency, that is, sufficient power over every 
creature: from whence the LXX. Ruth i. 
20, 21. Job xxi. 15. xxxi. 2. translate it 
inavo¢, as Symmachus, Job xxii. 3. and 
Aquila with him, Ezek. i. 24. 

t{ tw vastavit, destruxit, perdidit ; from 
whence “tw the destroyer; and because 
utter destruction requireth power equi- 
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all things, and reduce them unto nothing, must have the same 
power which originally produced all things out of nothing, 
and that is infinite. Howsoever the first notion of Almighty 
necessarily inferreth the second, and the infinity of God’s 
dominion speaketh him infinitely powerful in operation.* In- 
deed in earthly dominions, the strength of the governor is not 
in himself, but in those ‘whom he governeth: and he isa 
powerful prince whose subjects are numerous. But the King 
of kings hath in himself all power of execution, as well as 
right of dominion. Were all the force and strength of a na- 
tion in the person of the king, as the authority is, obedience 
would not be arbitrary, nor could rebellion be successful : 
whereas experience teacheth us that the most puissant prince 
is compelled actually to submit, when the stronger part of his 
own people hath taken the boldness to put a force upon him. 
But we must not imagine that the Governor of the world 
ruleth only over them which are willing to obey, or that any 
of his creatures may dispute his commands with safety, or 
cast off his yoke with impunity. And if his dominion be un- 
controllable, it is because his power is irresistible. For man 
is not more inclinable to obey God than man; but God is 
more powerful to exact subjection, and to vindicate rebellion. 
In respect of the infinity, and irresistibility of which active 
power we must acknowledge him Almighty ; and so, accord- 
ing to the most vulgar acceptation, give the second explica- 
tion of his omnipotency.+ 

But because this word Almighty is twice repeated in the 
CREED, once in this first Article, and again in the sixth, 
where Christ is represented sztting at the right hand of God the 
Father Almighty; and although in our English and the Latin 
the same words be expressed in both places, yet in the an- 
cient Greek copies there is a manifest distinction ; being the 
word in the first Article may equally comprehend God’s 
power in operation, as well as authority in dominion ; whereas 
that in the sixth speaketh only infinity of power, without rela- 
tion to authority or dominion: I shall therefore reserve the 
explication of the latter unto its proper place, designing to 


valent to production, the Omnipotent, from 
whence the LXX. Job viii. 3. translate 
it 6 wavta mohoas. And this etymology 
rather than the former, seemeth to be 
confirmed by the prophet, Isa. xi. 6. 
“‘ Howl ye, for the day of the Lord is 
at hand, miav sw two It shall come 
as a destruction from the Almighty 
(destroyer).” 

* Homer hath well joined these two : 
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ipsum nostre fidei confessionis initium, 
qua nos in Deum Patrem Omnipotentem 
credere confitemur. Neque enim vera- 
citer ob aliud vocatur Omnipotens, nisi 
quoniam quicquid vult potest, nec volun- 
tate cujuspiam creature voluntatis omni- 
potentis impeditur effectus.’ S. August. 
Enchir. c. 96. 

¢ Artic. 1. Morredw cig Sedv raréea way- 
voueatoes., Artic. 6. xaSeCouevov ev delia 
Geod wareds mayrodivauou: as it is in the 
ancient copy of the Creed, taken out of 
the library of Bene’t College, and set 
forth by the Archbishop of Armagh. 
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treat particularly of God’s infinite power where it is most 
peculiarly expressed ; and so conclude briefly with two other 
interpretations which some of the ancients have made of the 
original word, belonging rather to philosophy than divinity, 
though true in both. For some have stretched this word Al- 
mighty according to the Greek notation,* to signify that God 
holdeth, encircleth, and containeth all things. “ Who hath 
gathered the wind in his fists? who hath bound the waters in 
a garment? who hath established all the ends of the earth ?” 
(Prov. xxx. 4.) who but God? “Who hath measured the 
waters in the hollow of his hand, and meted out heaven with 
the span, and comprehended the dust of the earth in a mea- 
sure?” (Isa. xl. 12.) who but he? Thus then may he be called 
Almighty, as holding, containing, and comprehending all things. 

Others extend it farther yet, beyond that of containing or 
comprehension, to a more immediate influence of sustaining 
or preservation.} For the same power which first gave being 
unto all things, continueth the same being unto all. ‘‘ God 
giveth to all, life, and breath, and all things. In him we live, 
move, and have our being,’ (Acts xvii. 25. 28.) saith the 
strangest philosopher that ever entered Athens, the first ex- 
positor of that blind inscription, ‘To the unknown God.” 
“ How could any thing have endured, if it had not been thy 
will? or been preserved, if not called by thee?” (Wisd. x1. 
25.) as the wisdom of the Jews confesseth. Thus did the Le- 
vites stand and bless: “‘ Thou, even thou, art Lord alone: 
thou hast made heaven, the heaven of heavens, with all their 
host, the earth and all things that are therein, the sea and all 
that is therein, and thou preservest them all.” (Neh. ix. 6.) 
Where the continual conservation of the creature is in equal 
latitude attributed unto God with their first production. Be- 
cause there is an absolute necessity of preserving us from re- 
turning unto nothing by annihilation, as there was for first be- 
stowing an existence on us by creation. And in this sense 
God is undoubtedly Almighty, in that he doth sustain, uphold, 
and constantly preserve all things in that being which they have. 

From whence we may at last declare what is couched un- 
der this attribute of God, how far this omnipotency extends 


* As Theophilus bishop of Antioch, 
giving account of those words which are 
attributed unto God, as Qeds, xves0g, ULioros, 
tells us he is called wavronedrwp, ors 
avrog TH wavTa nears: nal Emeprexer Ta 
yap tu ray ovpavav, nal ra Badn rev 
ablocwy, nat rd Wéparo, rig olnoupeéyng ev TH 
nest abtod éoci, Ad Autol. |. i. p. 71. 
ed. Colon. 1686. 

+ As Greg. Nyssenus : Oixovy, éray Tis 
Tlayreugatoe pois AHOUTOALY, TOUTO VOOULEY, 
xd mdvre tov Sedv ey TO sivar cuvexeiy, contr. 


Eunom. Or. ii. p. 467. ed. Par. 1638. 
Neither, says he, would God be termed 
WAvTOMeaT WE, el an ware n KTICLE TOU TeeLHEd= 
vouvTog auTny, wal EY TH Eival cUVEnpoUYTOS, 
édéero. Ibid. ‘Creatoris namque potentia, et 
Omnipotentis atque Omnitenentis virtus, 
causa subsistendi est omni creature. 
Que virtus ab eis que creata sunt re- 
gendis si aliquando cessaret, simul et 
illorum cessaret species, omnisque na- 
tura concideret.’ S. August. in Genes. 
ad Litthvive cane. 
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itself, and what every Christian is thought to profess, when 
he addeth this part of the first Article of his Creep, I beleve 
in God the Father ALMIGHTY. 

As I am persuaded of an infinite and independent Essence, 
which I term a God, and of the mystery of an eternal gene- 
ration by which that God is a Father: so L assure myself that 
Father is not subject to infirmities of age, nor is there any 
weakness attending on the ‘“ Ancient of days;” (Dan. vil. 9. 
13. 22.) but, on the contrary, I believe omntpotency to be an 
essential attribute of his Deity, and that not only in respect 
of operative and active power (concerning which J shall have 
occasion to express my faith hereafter), but also in regard of 
power authoritative, in which I must acknowledge his ante- 
cedent and eternal right of making what, and when, and how 
he pleased, of possessing whatsoever he maketh by direct do- 
minion, of using and disposing as he pleaseth all things which 
he so possesseth. This dominion I believe most absolute in 
respect of its independency, both in the original, and the use 
or exercise thereof: this I acknowledge infinite for amplitude 
or extension, as being a power over all things without excep- 
tion; for plenitude or perfection, as being all power over every 
thing without limitation ; for continuance or duration, as being 
eternal without end or conclusion. Thus I BELIEVE 1N Gop 
THE FarHerR ALMIGHTY. 


Maker of Heaven and Earth. 


AtTuoucu this last part of the first Article were not ex- 
pressed in the ancient CrEEDs,* yet the sense thereof was 
delivered in the first rules of faith,t and at last these particular 


* For we find it not mentioned by St. 
Augustin de Fide et Symbolo ; neither hath 
Ruffinus expounded it in the Aquileian, 
or noted it to be found in the Roman or 
oriental Creeds. Leo, reciting the three 
first articles in his epistle to Flavianus, 
maketh no mention of it. Epist. 10. Max- 
imus Taurinersis hath it not in Traditione 
Symboli, nor Petrus Chrysologus in his 
Sermons, amongst six several expositions. 
Itis not in the Homilies of Eusebius Gal- 
licanus, or the exposition of Venantius 
Fortunatus. Marcellus bishop of Ancyra 
left it not at Rome with Julius ; nor did 
Arius in his catholic confession unto Con- 
stantine acknowledge it. Neither are 
the words to be found in the Latin or 
Greek copy of the Creed, written about 
the beginning of the eighth century, and 
published out of the MSS. by the most 
reverend and learned Archbishop of Ar- 
magh; or in that which Etherius and 
Beatus produced against Elipandus arch- 
bishop of Toledo, towards the end of the 


seventh century. 

+ As in that delivered by Irenzus : 
Elo Eva Seo warien mavroxparoea, Tov WeToin- 
KOTa Toy ovedvev Kal THY yHy Kal Tas Oardccas, 
nat wovTa ra éy airors. Adver. Her. |. 1. 
c. 2. And that by Tertullian: ‘Unum 
omnino Deum esse, nec alium preter 
mundi conditorem, qui universa de nihilo 
produxerit.’ De preser. adv. Her. c. 13. 
And that under the name of Novatian, 
not in formal words, but with an (id est) 
by way of explication: ‘ Regula exigit, 
veritatis ut primo omnium credamus in 
Deum Patrem et Dominum Omnipoten- 
tem, id est, rerum omnium perfectissi- 
mum conditorem, qui celum alta subli- 
mitate suspenderit, terram dejecta mole 
solidavit, maria soluto liquore diffu- 
dit, et hec omnia propriis et condig- 
nis instrumentis et ornata et plena di- 
gessit.” De Trin. c.i. It was also ob- 
served by Origen, that the Christians 
were wont most frequently to mention 
God under that as the most common 
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words inserted both in the Greek and Latin confessions. And 
indeed the work of creation most properly followeth the attri- 
bute of omnipotency, as being the foundation of the first, and 
the demonstration of the second explication of it. As then 
we believe there is a God, and that God Almighty ; as we ac- 
knowledge that same God to be the Father of our Lord Jesus 
Christ, and in him of us: so we also confess, that the same 
God the Father made both heaven and earth. For the full ex- 
plication of which operation, it will be sufficient, first to de- 
clare the latitude of the object, what is comprehended under 
the terms of heaven and earth; secondly, to express the nature 
of the action, the true notion of creation, by which they were 
made ; and thirdly, to demonstrate the Person to whom this 
operation is ascribed. 

For the first, I suppose it cannot be denied as the sense of 
that CREED, that under the terms of heaven and earth are com- 
prehended. all things: because the first rules of faith did so 
express it; and the most ancient Creeds had, either instead of 
these words, or together with them, the Maker of all things 
visible and mvisible, which being terms of immediate contra- 
diction, must consequently be of universal comprehension ; 
nor is there any thing imaginable which is not visible, or invi- 
sible. Being then these were the words of the Nicene Creed ; 
being the addition of heaven and earth in the Constantino- 
politan could be no diminution to the former, which they 
still retained together with them, saying, I believe in one 
God the Father Almighty, Maker of heaven and earth, and of 
all things visible and invisible ; it followeth, that they which 
in the Latin Church made use only of this last addition, 
could not choose but take it in the full latitude of the first 
expression. | 

And well may this be taken as the undoubted sense of the 
CREED, because it is the known language of the sacred Scrip- 
tures. “In six days (saith Moses) the Lord made heaven and 
earth :” (Exod. xxxi. 17.) in the same time, saith God himself, 
‘‘ the Lord made heaven and earth, the sea, and all that in them 
is.” (Exod. xx. 11.) So that all things by those two must be un- 
derstood which are contained in them ; and we know no being 
which is made or placed without them. When God would call 
a general rendezvous, and make up a universal auditory, the 


But after the Nicene Council we find 
added somriy ovgavor nat yiis, by St. Cyril 
of Jerusalem, in his Catechism, cat. 9. 
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Adv. Celsum, 1. i. §. 25. Eusebius deli- 
vered the first Article thus in his Confes- 
sion to the Nicene Council, Socrat. |. 1. c. 
8. Thier redoprey slo Eva Sedv warepa wavroxed- 
Topa, Toy Tay dadyToY ocaTaY Te ual dogdrov 
wonrny’ and that Council expressed the 
same without alteration in their Creed. 


and St. Epiphanius in Ancorato, §. 120. : 
which addition was received, confirmed, 
and transmitted to us by the Council of 
Constantinople. By which means at last 
we find this article thus expressed in the 
western Confessions : Credo in Deum. Pa- 
trem omnipotentem, creatorem coli et terra. 
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prophet cries out, ‘‘ Hear, O heavens, and give ear, O earth.” 
(Isa. i. 2.) When he would express the full splendour of his 
majesty, and utmost extent of his actual dominion, “ Thus saith 
the Lord, the heaven is my throne, and the earth is my foot- 
stool.” (Isa. Ixvi. 1.) When he would challenge unto him- 
self those glorious attributes of immensity and omnipresence, 
“Do not I fill heaven and earth? saith the Lord.” (Jer. xxiii. 24.) 
These two then taken together signify the Universe, or that 
which is called the World. St. Paul hath given a clear exposition 
of these words in his explication of the Athenian altar: “ God 
that made the world and all things therein, seeing that he is 
Lord of heaven and earth, dwelleth not in temples made with 
hands.” (Acts xvii. 24.) For being God is necessarily the 
Lord of all things which he made (the right of his direct domi- 
nion being clearly grounded upon the first creation), except 
we should conceive the apostle to exempt some creature from 
the authoritative power of God, and so take some work of his 
hand out of the reach of his arm; we must confess that heaven 
and earth are of as large extent and ample signification as the 
world and all things therein. Where it is yet farther observable, 
that the apostle hath conjoined the speech of both Testaments 
together. For the ancient Hebrews seem to have had no word 
in use among them which singly of itself did signify the world, 
as the Greeks had, in whose language St. Paul did speak ; 
and therefore they used in conjunction the heaven and earth, 
as the grand extremities within which all things are contained.* 
Nay, if we take the exposition of the later writers in that lan- 
guage, those two words will not only as extremities comprehend 
between them, but. in the extension of their own significations 
contain all things in them. For when they divide the Universe 
into three worlds,t the inferior, the superior, and, the middle 
world ; the lower is wholly contained in the name of earth, the 
other two under the name of heaven. Nor do the Hebrews 


* Kara 08 wavres cxedv eLedeZaveo roi¢ which we live. This they divide into 
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Aen prev 6 ovpavds, mwéeag 38 mavTwy h yh* wera 


dE ovgavod ual tig yiis ra Aowrd Tela meerel- 


Auwras croyera. Jo. Philop. de Mundi 
Creat. li.c. 5. To prtv odpavin coats (7 
Ducig) 75 wep Tov mavtdg aoréveme, TH dE 
wepryeio +O uevreov' EvOE THalen AAAwS pLEV TO 
KEVTEOY AEX, AAAwE DEO TOU TELE NOVTOS Op0G. 
Hierocl. in Aur. Carm, v. 52. p. 245. 

+ For the Rabbins usually divide the 
whole frame of things into mady wow 
three worlds: the first, ponnn ody the 
inferior, or Sawn ody the depressed and 
lowest world ; Dy AIK that is this world, 
say they, to wit, this globe of earth on 


three parts ; O° the sea, lakes and rivers, 
sat the desert, solitary and unhabitable 
places, awn ya parm far from the habita- 
tions of men, and aw tiv olxouseévny, the 
earth inhabited. The second is called 
pann ody the middle or inmost world; 
odadan ody xin this is the world of the 
spheres, containing the aerial region and 
the starry heavens. The third is, oy 
youn the superior world; osaXdam ody xT 
this is the world of angels, om>x of God, 
mus) of souls, mmm ody the spiritual 
world. Now being these three compre- 
hend all things imaginable; being the 
first is sufficiently expressed in‘ yox the 
earth, and the two last in ow the heaven; 
it followeth that, in the sense of the 
Hebrews, heaven and earth signify all 
things. 
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only use this manner of expression, but even the Greeks them- 
selves; and that not only before, but after* Pythagoras+ had 
accustomed them to one name. As therefore under the single 
name of World or Universe,t so also under the conjunctive 
expression of heaven and earth, are contained all things material 
and immaterial, visible and invisible. 

But as the apostle hath taught us to reason, ‘“ When he saith 
all things are put under him, it is manifest that he is excepted 
which did put all things under him:” (1 Cor. xv. 27.) so when 
we say, all things were made by God, itis as manifest that he is 
excepted who made all things. And then the proposition is 
clearly thus delivered: All beings whatsoever beside God were 
made. As we read in St. John concerning the Word, that 
*“the world was made by him;” (Johni. 10.) and in more plain 
and express words before, “ All things were made by him, and 
without him was not any thing made that was made.” (John 
i. 3.) Which is yet farther illustrated by St. Paul: “ For by 
him were all things created that are in heaven and that are in 
earth, visible and invisible, whether they be thrones, or domi- 
nions, or principalities, or powers; all things were created by 
him.” (Col. i. 16.) If then there be nothing imaginable which 
is not either in heaven or in earth, nothing which is not either 
visible or invisible, then is there nothing beside God which 
was not made by God. 

This then is the unquestionable doctrine of the Christian 
faith, that the vast capacious frame of the World, and every 
thing any way contained and existing in it, hath not its essence 
from or of itself, noris of existence absolutely necessary ; but 
what it is, it hath not been, and that being which it hath was 
made, framed, and constituted by another. And as “every 
house is builded by some man;” (Heb. 11. 4.) for we see the 
earth bears no such creature of itself; stones do not grow 
into a wall, or first hew and square, then unite and fasten them- 
selves together in their generation; trees sprout not cross like 
dry and sapless beams, nor do spars and tiles spring with a 
natural uniformity into a roof, and that out of stone and mortar: 
these are not the works of nature, but superstructions and ad- 
ditions to her, as the supplies of art, and the testimonies of 
the understanding of man, the great artificer on earth: so, if 
the World itself be but a house,§ if the earth, which “‘hangeth 


* Elo rato danSelasow, eg toriv Bede, 
“Og oveavey rétEvye nal yatav paxedye 
Ex incert. Trag. Sophocl. Frag. LI. 
ed. Brunck. 

ft TlvSayieas mpaireg dvinace Thy TAY OAwY 
meeoynv, KooOV, EX Thc ev avTw TALewe, 
Plutarch. de Plac. Philosoph. 1. ii. c. 1. 

t ‘Si Mundum dixeris, illic erit et 
calum, et que in eo, sol, et luna, et si- 
dera, et astra, et terra, et freta, et omnis 
census elementorum. Omnia dixeris, cum 


id dixeris, quod ex omnibus constat.’ 
Tertull. de Virg. Veland.c. 4. act 3€ of 
Topol nat ovpavev ual piv rat Seodg nat avOew- 
Tous Tiv Kowalay curvéyetv, nat pirlav, nat xo- 
oulornta, nat swpeorvvnv, xal dimasorn Ta" 
nal ro dAdo TOUTS Ua Talra Kécproy KAAOUCTY. 
Iambl. Protrept. but the words are Plato’s 
in Gorgia, p. 132. ed. Bipont. 

§ ‘O aicSurog ovtoct x60 (406 ovoey dee 
aAAo éorlv n ofxog Seov. Philo de Insomn. p. 
648. Kéoprog evarcemhs nat Eroipeog, aicInrd¢ 
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upon nothing,” (Job xxvi. 7.) be the foundation, and the glo- 
rious spheres of heaven the roof (which hath been delivered as 
the most universal hypothesis), if this be the habitation of an 
infinite intelligence, the temple of God;* then must we ac- 
knowledge the world was built by him, and consequently, that 
« he which built all things is God.” (Heb. ii. 4.) 

From hence appears the truth of that distinction, What- 
soever hath any being, is either made or not made: whatso- 
ever is not made, is God; whatsoever is not God is made. One 
uncreated and independent essence ; all other depending on it, 
and created by it. One of eternal and necessary existence ; 
all other indifferent, in respect of actual existing, either to be 
or not to be, and that indifferency determined only by the free 
and voluntary act of the first Cause. 

Now because to be thus made includes some imperfection, 
and among the parts of the world, some are more glorious than 
others; if those which are most perfect presuppose a Maker, 
then can we not doubt of a creation where we find far less per- 
fection. This house of God, though uniform, yet is not all of 
the same materials, the footstool and the throne are not of the 
same mould; there is a vast difference between the heavenly 
expansions. This first aerial heaven, where God setteth up his 
pavilion, where “ he maketh the clouds his chariot, and walk- 
eth upon the wings of the wind,” (Psal. civ. 3.)is not so far in- 
ferior in place as it is in glory to the next, the seat of the sun 
and moon, the two great lights, and stars innumerable, far 
greater than the one of them. And yet that second heaven 
is not so far above the first as beneath the “third,” (2 Cor. 
xi, 2.) into which St. Paul was caught. The brightness of 
the sun doth not so far surpass the blackness of a wandering 
cloud, as the glory of that heaven of presence surmounts the 
fading beauty of the starry firmament. For in this great tem- 
ple of the World, in which the Son of God is the high-priest, 
the heaven which we see is but the veil, and that which is 
above, the Holy of Holies. This veil indeed is rich and glo- 
rious, but one day to be rent, and then to admit us intoa far 
greater glory, even to the Mercy-seat and Cherubim. For this 
third heaven is the ‘‘ proper habitation’ (Jude ver. 6.) of the 
blessed angels, which constantly attend upon the throne. And 
if those most glorious and happy spirits, those “ morning stars 
which sang together, those sons of God which shouted for joy 
when the foundations of the earth were laid,” (Job xxxviii. 7. 4.) 
if they and their habitation were made; then can we no ways 
doubt of the production of all other creatures so much inferior 
unto them. 


oixog Tov Oecd. Id. de Plant. Noe, p. 337. v. 1435, Td dvwrdare nal medg 2arneray 
Ostiv rs prtyeBog 6 Hdoprog, nal ofnog Oecd  fegdy Oecd vopeifew ciemavra en KorpAoV Eval. 
aicOnrog. Id. de Mundi Incorr. p. 509. Philo de Monarch. 1. ii. init. 

* Lucretius calls the heavens: ‘ Mun- t "[dsov otxnrnpsov. 
_ di magnum et versatile templum.’ |. v. 
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Forasmuch then as the angels are termed ‘the sons of 
God,” it sufficiently denoteth that they are from him, not of 
themselves; all filiation inferring some kind of production: 
and being God hath but one proper and only-begotten Son, 
whose propriety and singularity consisteth in this, that he is 
of the same increated essence with the Father, all other off- 
spring must be made, and consequently even the angels 
created: sons; of whom the Scripture speaking saith, “ Who 
maketh his angels spirits, and his ministers a flame of fire.” 
(Psalm. civ. 4.) For although those words, at first spoken by 
the Psalmist, do rather express the nature of the wind and 
lightning: yet being the author of the Epistle to the Hebrews 
hath applied the same to the angels properly so called, we 
cannot but conclude upon his authority, that the same God 
who “‘ created the wind,” (Amos iv. 13.) and ‘‘ made a way for 
the lightning of the thunder,” (Job xxvii. 26.) hath also. pro- 
duced those glorious spirits; and as he furnished them with 
that activity there expressed, so did he frame the subject of it, 
their immaterial and immortal essence. 

If then the angels and their proper habitation, the far most 
eminent and illustrious parts of the world were made ;. if only 
to be made be one character of imperfection; much more 
must we acknowledge all things of inferior nature to have 
dependence on their universal Cause, and consequently this 
great Universe, or all things, to be made, beside that One who 
made them. 

This is the first part of our Christian faith, against some of 
the ancient philosophers, who were so wildly fond of those 
things they see, that. they imagined the Universe to be infinite 
and eternal,* and, what will follow from it, to be even God 
himself. it is true that the most ancient of the heathen were 
not of this opinion, but all the philosophy for many ages deli- 
vered the World to have been made.t 


* ‘Mundum, et hoc quod nomine alio 
celum appellare libuit, cujus circumflexu 
teguntur cuncta, numen esse credi par 
est, eternum, immensum, neque genitum, 
neque interiturum unquam.’ Plin, Nat. 
list. leipvewt. 

+ Tevopcevoy puey cov aoravres sival pacw, 
says Aristotle, De Clo, ]. i. c. 10. con- 
fessing it the general opinion that the 
world wasmade.—W hich wassoancienta 
tradition of all the first philosophers, that 
from Linus, Museus, Orpheus, Homer, 
Hesiod, and the rest, they all mention 
the original of the world, entitling their 
books, Kocproyovia, or Ogoyovia, or the like. 
Elot yae tives of pac ovev ayévnroy eivas 
TOV? Teaynaray, aAAAw evra vyiyverSar 
yevoeva SE TH prev AdIacra Stomeévew, Ta 
dé wari pbeigerOar warsora peev ob mee Tov 
‘Holodov, civa 32 nat trav aAAwY of medrot 


uctoroynrayres, Says Aristotle, De Calo, 
]. iti. c. 1. In which words he mani- 
festly attributes the doctrine of the crea- 
tion of the world not only to Hesiod, 
but to all the first natural philosophers : 
which learning, beginning with Prome- 
theus the first professor of that science, 
continued in that family amongst the 
Atlantiade, who all successively .de- 
livered that truth. After them the 
Ionian philosophy did acknowledge it, 
and the Italian received it by Pythagoras, 
whose scholars all maintained it beside 
Ocellus Lucanus, the first of them that 
fancied the world not made, whom Plato, 
though he much esteemed him, yet fol- 
lowed not; for there is nothing more 
evident than that he held the world was 
made. Aéyogcev O%, 3s? tv aitiay yeverw xat 
a wav ride 6 Ewioras Evvicrncev, dyaSos 


MAKER OF HEAVEN AND EARTH. 77 


When this tradition of the Creation of the World was deli- 
vered in all places down successively by those who seriously 
considered the frame of all things, and the difference of the, 
most ancient poets and philosophers from Moses was only in 
the manner of expressing it; those which in after-ages first 
denied it, made use of very frivolous and inconcluding argu- 
ments, grounding their new opinions upon weak foundations. 

For that which in the first place they take for granted as an 
axiom of undoubted truth, that* ‘ Whatsoever hath a begin- 
ning, must have an end,’ and consequently, ‘ Whatsoever shall 
have no end, hath no beginning,’ is grounded upon no general 
reason, but only upon particular observation of sueh things 
here below, as from the ordinary way of generation, tend in 
some space of time unto corruption. From whence, seeing 
no tendency to corruption in several parts of the World, they 
conclude that it was never generated, nor had any cause or 
original of its being. Whereas, if we would speak properly, 
future existence or non-existence hath no such relation unto 
the first production. Neither is there any contradiction that 
at the same time one thing may begin to be, and last but for 
an hour, another continue for a thousand years, a third begin- 
ning at the same instant remain for ever: the difference being 
either in the nature of the thing so made, or in the determi- 
nations of the will of him that made them. Notwithstanding 
then their universal rules, which are not true but in some 
limited particulars, it is most certain the whole world was 
made, and of it part shall perish, part continue unto all eter- 
nity ; by which something which had a beginning shall have 
an end, and something not. 

The second fallacy which led them to this novelty was the 
very name of Universe, which comprehended in it all things ; 
from whence they reasoned thus: If the World or Universe 
were made; then were all things made; and if the World shall 
be dissolved, then all things shall come to nothing ;+ which is 
impossible. For if all things were made, then must either all, 
or at least something, have made itself, and so have been the 


iv. p. 304. ed. Bipont. In which words 


gined to have conceived the world not 
he delivers not only the generation of 


made. And Aristotle, who best under- 


the universe, but also the true cause 
thereof, which is the goodness of God. 
For he which asks this plain and clear 
question : wérepoy ny del, yeverems dpyiv Ex wy 
ovdepeiay, % yéyovev, am’ aexvic Twvdg deFdpeevoc; 
and answers the question briefly with a 
yéyovey, p. 302. ; he which gives this ge- 
neral rule upon it: 7@ Vad yevoéve papedy 
im’ airiou rivdg dvayxny eivar yevérOas and 
then immediately concludes: réy jév ody 
wonTiy ual wWarken TOVSE TOD Wavrds edeciy TE 
Epyov, nal evpdvra ei mavrag aduvaroy AEysly 
p- 303. cannot (notwithstanding all the 
shifts of his Greek expositors) be ima- 


stood him, tells us clearly his opinion év 
+@ Tijwaiw (from whence I cited the pre- 
cedent words): és? yae pot tov ovpavdy 
(where by the way observe that in Plato’s 
Timeus ovgavdg and xsc7p20g are made syno- 
nymous) yevérSas psy, ob prev HOaerdv. De 
Celo, 1. i. c. 10. 

* Ocellus Lucanus, Megl tig rot wavras 
gvceeo, which book Aristotle hath made 
use of, and transcribed in many parts. 

+ Td wav yivopevov civ mace yiverat, nat 
7d POsiednrevoy civ maor pOeleerar xal TovTd 
ye adivaroy. dvapyov ou xal dreredtnroy 76 


may. Ocellus, c. 1. p. 506. ed, Gal. 
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cause of itself as of the effect, and the effect of itself as of the. 
cause, and consequently in the same instant both have been 
and not been, which is a contradiction, But this fallacy is 
easily discovered: for when we say the Universe or all things 
were made, we must be always understood to except him who 
made all things, neither can we by that name be supposed to 
comprehend more than the frame of heaven and earth, and all 
things contained in them; and so he which first devised this 
argument hath himself acknowledged.* 

Far more gross was that third conceit, That, if the World 
were ever made, it must be after the vulgar way of ordinary 
natural generations: in whicht two mutations are observable, 
the first from less to greater, or from worse to better; the 
second from greater to less, or from better to worse. (The 
beginning of the first-mutation is called generation, the end of 
it perfection: the beginning of the second is from the same 
perfection, but concluded in corruption or dissolution.)¢ But 
none hath ever yet observed that this frame of the World did 
ever grow up from less to greater, or improve itself from worse 
to better: nor can we now perceive that it becomes worse or 
less than it was, by which decretion we might guess at a for- 
mer increase, and from a tendency to corruption collect its 
original generation. This conceit, I say, is far more gross. For 
certainly the argument so managed proves nothing at all, but 
only this (if yet it prove so much), that the whole frame of the 
World, and the parts thereof which are of greater perfection, 
were not generated in that manner in which we see some other 
parts of it are: which no man denies. But that there can be 
no other way of production beside these petty generations, or 
that the World was not some other way actually produced, 
this argument doth not endeavour to infer, nor can any other 
prove it. 

The next foundation upon which they cast off the constant 
doctrine of their predecessors, was that general assertion, That 
itis impossible for any thing to be produced out of nothing, 


or to be reduced unto nothing :§ 


from whence it will inevitably 


follow, that the matter of this World hath always been, and 


must always be. 


* TO 0 ye drov nal 7d orev dvopeceCor Tov 
cUpmavra nico’ Sid yae toUTO ual Tig 
Tpornyoelag Eruxe, Ex TaV amravrwy Oy KoTpAN- 
Seis. Ocellus, c. 1. p. 508. 

+ lay +3 yevicems dpytv etdnpog nat 
Siarvoewg opetroy nowwvirar duo emdeyerat 
MeTaBords, mriav prdy Thy amd TOU peslovog Em} 
TO peeiCoy, wal viv amd Tov yEleaves Ext +d 
Bérriov Seutegay SE tiv amd TOU pueiCovos emt 
Td pelo, nab thy amo Tov Redrtovog emt 4 
xEtpov. "Eady ovv xal vd OAcy Heb rd mréiy yevynrdv 
tort nal pOaerov, yevonevov, dad Tov prelovos 
emt +d preiCov meTépare, ual amd Tov xEleovos 


The clear refutation of which difficulty 


emt 7 BeAriov. Ocellus, c. 1. p. 506. 

+ TO Sé ye Grov nal +d way obdev neety EF 
AVTOU Wapeyerar TEXpehiproy ToLoUTOY’ oUTE yae 
YEVO(AEVOY AUTO ELDOLLEY, OUTE (LEV EM TO PEATIOY 
ual FO etiCov eTaBarrcy, ote XEipsv Wore 
hy paeiov yevomevov' GAA’ asi naTa TavTd nal 
aoairag Savers, ual icov nal speoroy avrd 
gavrov. Ocellus, c. 1. p. 507. 

§ "Amhxavoy yae 75 ty drorsrto Gas, ex Ta 
paroverwy, helo TO pan ov dvanvOtivas, apdaprov 
dea wot avoreOeo vo may.  Ocellus, Cc. 1. 
p. 511. 
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requires an explication of the manner how the World was 
made: the second part before propounded for the exposition 
of this Article. 

Now that the true nature and manner of this action ma 
be so far understood as to declare the Christian faith, and re- 
fute the errors of all opposers, it will be necessary to consider 
it first with reference to the object or effect; secondly, in rela- 
tion to the cause or agent; thirdly, with respect unto the time 
or origination of it. 

The action by which the heaven and earth were made, con- 
sidered in reference to the effect, | conceive to be the produc- 
tion of their total being; so that whatsoever entity they had 
when made, had no real existence before they were so made. 
And this manner of production we usually term creation, as ex- 
cluding all concurrence of any material cause, and all depend- 
ence of any kind of subject, as presupposing no privation, as 
including no motion, as signifying a production out of nothing ; 
that is, by which something is made, and not any thing preced- 
ing out of which itis made.* This is the proper and peculiar 
sense of the word creation: not that it signifies so much by 
virtue of its origination or vulgar use in the Latin tongue ;+ 
nor that the Hebrew word used by Moses, ‘ In the beginning 
God created the heaven and the earth,” (Gen. i. 1.) hath of it~ 
self any such peculiar acceptation. For it is often used syno- 
nymouslyf with words which signify any kind of production or 
formation, and by itself it seldom denotes a production out of 


* So I conceive it best expressed by 
Anselm, archbishop of Canterbury : ‘ Di- 
citur aliquid esse factum de nihilo, cum 
intelligimus esse quidem factum, sed non 
esse aliquid unde sit factum.’ Mono- 
logii, c. 8. 

+ ‘Creatio apud nos generatio vel na- 
tivitas dicitur, apud Grecos vero sub 
nomine creationis verbum facture et con- 
ditionis accipitur. S. Hieron. ad Eph. 
c. 4. 

¢ N02 is promiscuously used with nwy 
which is of the greatest latitude, denoting 
any kind of effection, and with 9y* which 
rather implies a formation out of some- 
thing, from whence  y1 a potter. For 
the first, we read Gen. ii. 3. that “* God 
rested from all his work,” o'n>x x3-4wRK 
mwy> not that on the sixth day he did 
the work of two days, that he might rest 
on the seventh, as Rabbi Solomon; not 
that in six days he made the roots of 
things that they might afterwards pro- 
duce the like, as Aben Ezra; not these 
or any other fancies of the Rabbins; as 
if x2 signified one work, and nwy an- 
other ; for they both express the produc- 
tion, as appears clearly in the following 
verse, ‘‘These are the generations of 


the heavens and of the earth, oxnana 
when they were created, myy mya in the 
day that the Lord God made the heaven 
and the earth.” So Isa. xlv. 12. “I 
have made the earth, and created man 
upon it:” where the first expresseth the 
proper, the second the improper creation. 


- Which indifferent acceptation appeareth 


in collating Psal. cxv. 15. cxxi. 2. with 
Isa. xlii. 5. xlv. 18. as also Isa. xvii. 7. 
with Eccl. xii. 1. From whence the LXX,. 
translate x1 indifferently wasty or xrigerv. 
For the second, 4x* is usually rendered 
by the Targum x». and by the LXX. 
though generally wadrrew, yet sometimes 
xrigev. And that it hath the same sig- 
nification, will appear by conferring Gen. 
il. 7. with Isa. xlv. 12. and not only so, 
but by that single verse, Isa. xhii. 1. 
‘* Now thus saith the Lord 4x oa that 
created thee, O Jacob, Jry and he that 
formed thee, O Israel.” Lastly, all 
these are jointly used in the same vali- 
dity of expression, Isa. xliii. 7. ‘‘ Every 
one that is called by my name: for 
ynx ia I have created him for my glory, 
ynoyy I have formed him, yea wrvy I 
have made him.” 
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nothing, or proper creation, but most frequently the making 
of one substance out of another pre-existing, as the fishes of 
the water; (Gen i. 21.) and man of the dust of the earth; 
(Gen. i. 27. 1. 7.) the renovating or restoring any thing to its 
former perfection, (Psal. li. 10. Isa. Ixv. 17.) for want of 
Hebrew words in composition; or lastly, the doing some new 
or wonderful work,* the producing some strange and admirable 
effect, as the opening the mouth of the earth, (Numb. xvi. 30.) 
and the signal judgments on the people of Israel. (Isa. lxv. 7.) 

We must not therefore weakly collect the true nature of erea- 
tion from the force of any word which by some may be thought 
to express so much, but we must collect it from the testimony 
of God the Creator, in his Word, and of the World created, in 
our reason. The opinion of the Church of the Jews will suffi- 
ciently appear in that zealous mother to her seventh and young- 
est son; “I beseech thee, my son, look upon the heaven and 
the earth, and all that is therein, and consider that God made 
them of things that were not :” (2 Mace. vii. 28.) which is a 
clear description of creation, that is, production out of nothing. 
But because this is not by all received as canonical, we shall 
therefore evince it by the undoubted testimony of St. Paul, 
who, expressing the nature of Abraham’s faith, propoundeth 
“him whom he believed as God who quickeneth the dead, 
and calleth those things which be not, as though they were.” 
(Rom.iv.17.) For, as to be called in the language of the Scrip- 
ture is to be, (‘* Behold what manner of love the Father hath 
bestowed upon us, that we should be called the sons of God,” 
saith St. John in his first Epistle, Gu. 1.) who in his Gospel. 
(i. 12.) told us, ‘he hath given us power to become the sons 
of God:’’) so to callis to make, or cause to be. As where the 
prophet Jeremy saith, ‘‘ Thou hast caused all this evil to come 
upon them,” (Jer. xxxiil. 23.) the original t may be thought to 
speak no more than this, thow hast called this evil to them. He 
therefore “ calleth those things which be not, as if they were,” 
who maketh those things which were not, to be, and produceth 
that which hath a being out of that which had not, that is, out 
of nothing. This reason, generally persuasive unto faith, is 
more peculiarly applied by the apostle to the belief of the crea- 
tion: for “through faith (saith he) we understand that the 
worlds were framed by the word of God, so that the things 
which are seen were not made of things which do appear.” 
(Heb. xi. 3.) Not as if the earth, which we see, were made of 
air, or any more subtil body, which we see not; nor as if those 
“‘ things which are seen” were in equal latitude commensurable 


* «Creatio atque conditio nunquam sit, edificata potius dicitur, quam con- 
nisi in magnis operibus nominantur: ver- ditavel creata. In magnis enim operibus 
bi causa, mundus creatus est, urbs con- atque facturis verbum creationis assu- 
dita est; domus vero, quamvis magna  mitur.’ 8S. Hieron, ad Eph. c. 4. 


f NopN 
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with the worlds which were framed: but that those “ things 
which are seen,” that is, which are, were made of those “ which 
did not appear,”* that is, which were not. 

Vain therefore was that opinion of a real matter coeval 
with God as necessary for production of the World by way of 
subject, as the eternal and Almighty God by way of efficient. 
For if some real and material being must be presupposed by 
indispensable necessity, without which God could not. cause 
any thing to be, then is not he independent in his actions, nor 
of infinite power and absolute activity, which is contradictory 
to the divine perfection. Nor can any reason be alleged why 
he should be dependent in his operation, who is confessed in- 
dependent in his being. 

And as this coeternity of matter opposeth God’s indepen- 
dency, the proper notion of the Deity, so doth it also contra- 
dict his all-sufficiency. For if, without the production of 
something beside himself, he cannot make a demonstration of 
his attributes, or cause any sensibility of his power and will 
for the illustration of his own glory ; and if, without something 
distinct wholly from himself, he cannot produce any thing, 
then must he want something external : + and whosoever want- 
eth any thing is not all-sufficient. And certainly he must have 
a low opinion and poor conception of the infinite and eternal 
God, who thinks he is no otherwise known to be omnipotent 
than by the benefit{ of another. Nor were the framers of the 
CREED so wise in prefixing the Almighty before Maker of 
heaven and earth, if out of a necessity of material concurrence, 
the making of them left a mark of impotency rather than omni- 
potency. 

The supposition then of an eternal matter is so unnecessary 
where God works, and so derogatory to the infinity of his 
power, and all-sufliciency of himself, that the latter philoso- 
phers,§ something acquainted with the truth which we profess, 


* For I take ui éx pasvouévev in this 


' superior est eo cui prestatuti.’ Tertull. 
place to be equivalent unto ox é£ dyray in 


adv: Hermog. c. 8. 


the Maccabees, and that of the same sense 
with é ovx dvrwy, as the Syriac translation, 
PInm NOT PON yd ex iis que non conspici- 
untur. Which manner of speech may be 
observed even in the best Greek authors; 
as in Aristotle: werabarros av 5 weTalar- 
Aw TEeTpay ac. h yae Ef vaonEipeévou Eig UaO- 
<xelecevov, i oun EF baronesprévou elo ovx. Uaroxet- 
fARVOV, Hath EE Daronsimcévou Eig tsronsipeevev, 
.8€ vmronerpeévou tig pon vmroxeluevov, Phys. |. 
v. Cc. 1.t. 7. Where ot« é& taronerfrévou is 
the same with &% ody daroneiweévov, and pi 
é€ imronereévou with &x prs varonsipeevov. 


+ ‘Nemo enim non eget eo de cujus 
atitur ; nemo non subjicitur ei cujus eget 
-ut possit uti. Sic et nemo de alieno 

utendo, non minor est eo de cujus utitur; 
et nemo qui prastat de suo uti, non in hoc 


t ‘Grande revera beneficium contulit, 
ut haberet hodie per quem Deus cognos- 
ceretur et omnipotens vocaretur: nisi quod 
jam non omnipotens, si non et hoc potens, 
ex nihilo omnia proferre.’ Ibid. ‘ Quomodo 
ab homine divina illa vis differret, si, ut 
homo, sic etiam Deus ope indigeat aliena: 
indiget autem si nihil moliri potest, nisi 
ab altero illi materia ministretur.’ Lactan. 
Loiines(9. 

§ As Hierocles: Kai ti narartyoa cor rov- 
Tous, OWov ye xat Tay TlAatwunay Tivig ode 
opOiv iv weet Tov Onrsoupyod Deod Siacwlovcw 
Evvoray 5 ob yee tnavey avroy eivar onOnoay, avTO- 
TEADSUMor Tiga SWvacbas noc pesv oinein Suva peel 


ak, , ; 
nab ochia EE didtou evepyotvras dAX’ ayevnrou 


UAng cuvegyeia, nalrh aii wap aitoU Dmrorracn 
qucet nara psprevov, prdvns Ineecoveryery. Suve~ 
cGat. De Provid. et Fato, p. 6. 
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though rejecting Christianity, have reproved those of the 
school of Plato, who delivered, as the doctrine of their master, 
an eternal companion, so injurious to the Father and Maker of 
all things. 

Wherefore to give an answer to that general position, ‘ That 
out of nothing nothing can be produced,’ which Aristotle* pre- 
tends to be the opinion of all natural philosophers, I must first 
observe, that this universal proposition was first framed out of 
particular considerations of the works of art and nature. For 
if we look upon all kinds of artificers,+ we find they cannot 
give any specimen of their art without materials. Being then 
the beauty and uniformity of the World shews it to be a piece 
of art most exquisite; hence they conclude that the Maker of 
it was the most exact artificer,{ and consequently had his mat- 
ter from all eternity prepared for him. Again, considering the 
works of nature, and all parts of the World subject to genera- 
tion and corruption, they also§ observed that nothing is ever 
generated but out of something pre-existent, nor is there any 
mutation wrought but in a subject, and with a presupposed 
capability of alteration. From hence they presently collected, 
that if the whole World were ever generated, it must have been 
produced out of some subject, and consequently there must be 
a matter eternally pre-existing. 

Now what can be more irrational, than from the weakness of 
some creature to infer the same imbecility in the Creator, and 
to measure the arm of God by the finger of man?) Whatsoever 
speaketh any kind of excellency or perfection in the artificer, 
may be attributed unto God: whatsoever signifieth any infir- 
mity, or involveth any imperfection, must be excluded from the 
notion of him. That wisdom, prescience, and pre-conception, 
that order and beauty of operation which is required in an 
artist, is most eminently contained in him, who hath “ ordered 
all things in measure, and number, and weight :” (Wisd. x1. 20.) 
but if the most absolute idea in the artificer’s understanding be 
not sufficient to produce his design without hands to work, and 
materials to make use of, it will follow no more that God is 
necessarily tied unto pre-existing matter, than that he is really 
compounded of corporeal parts. 

Again, it is as incongruous to judge of the production of 


* Tay 7d yivouevoy avayun yiverOar i 2 
ivrov nex per ovrmy: rouT@v SE TO peey EX LAH 
vray yiverbat ddivarov: wept yao TAUTNG OfL0- 
yropeovoucrt Tig 80Eng waravres ob meet puoEews. 
Physic. 1. i. c. 4. t. 34. 

+ ‘ Utigitur faber cum quid edificaturus 
est, non ipse facit materiam, sed ea utitur 
que sit parata, fictorque item cera: sic 
isti providentie divine materiam presto 
esse oportuit, non quam ipse faceret, sed 
quam haberet paratam.’ Cicero de Nat. 
Deorum, iii. in fragm. ap. Lactant.]. ii. c. 


8. “Amtinacrie ra pty Sea rov texvirny, Tov 
32 adeidvra rH udrpew. Methodius meet rav 
yewnrav, in Phot. Bibl. 237. col. 937. ed. 
Hoeschel. 1612. 

t So Hierocles calls him xocpeomordy nat 
apororexvoy Sev, in Aur. Carm. p. 10, 11. 

§"Ort 38 ab otcias, nal doa aAAa amrws 
Over EF wrronesprévou Tivdg yiveras, EWITRKOMOLYTE 
yévorr’ ay pavecdy ded yue tori te 0 derduerras, 
&& ob ylvervas +d yuyvopeevoy, oiov Ta pura nal 
ve Cain in omtpares, Aristot. Phys. 1.1. 
c. 7. 
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the World by those parts thereof which we see subject to ge- 
neration ath corruption: and thence to conclude, that if it 
ever had a cause of the being which it hath, it must have been 
generated in the same manner in which they are; and if that 
cannot be, it must never have been madeat all. For nothing is 
more certain than that this manner of generation cannot pos- 
sibly have been the first production even of those things which 
are now generated. Wesee the plants grow from a seed; that 
is their ordinary way of generation: but the first plant could 
not be so generated, because all seed in the same course of na- 
ture is from the pre-existing plant. We see from spawn the 
fishes, and from eggs the fowls receive now the original of 
their being: but this could not at first be so, because both 
spawn and ege are as naturally from precedent fish and fowl. 
Indeed, because the seed is separable from the body of the 
plant, and in that separation may long contain within itself a 
power of germination: because the spawn and egg are sejunge- 
able from the fish and fowl, and yet still retain the prolific power 
of generation; therefore some might possibly conceive that 
these seminal bodies might be originally scattered on the earth, 
out of which the first of all those creatures should arise. But in 
viviparous animals, whose offspring is generated within them- 
selves, whose seed by separation from them loseth all its se- 
minal or prolific power, this is not only improbable, but incon- 
ceivable. And therefore being the philosophers* themselves 
confess, that whereas now all animals are generated by the 
means of seed, and that the animals themselves must be at 
first before the seed proceeding from them; it followeth that 
there was some way of production antecedent to and differing 
from the common way of generation, and consequently what 
we see done in this generation can be no certain rule to un- 
derstand the first production, Being then that universal 
maxim, that ‘nothing can be made of nothing,’ is merely cal- 
culated for the meridian of natural causes, raised solely out of 
observation of continuing creatures by successive generation, 
which could not have been so continued without a being ante- 


* These words of Aristotle are very ob- 
servable, in which he disputes against 
Speusippus and the Pythagoreans, who 
thought the rudiments of things first made, 
out of which they grew into perfection : 
“Oro 8 LmorauBavovcrw, rmee of Mubaydeccos 
Kat Srevoinwos, TO deirrov nal HaAACTOY (AH 
ev denn sivas, did +o Ex THY buTav Kal Taiv Codwy 
Ta6 apyas alria prev sivar, Td dE Hardy nal Td 
TERELOV EV TOIS EX TOUT WY, ovH deOHs oloyTaL. TO 
yap omteua && ErEpwy tor Weorkewy TEAEloy 
Hal TO weaTov ov oImeee EoTlY, AAAA TO TE- 
Agtov. oiov mporepov avOemarev Ay pain rig Elves 
TOU omtematos, ov Tov Ex TovTOU EVVapLEVOY, 
AX’ Erepov &E ov 73 corteua. Metaph. xii. c. 
7. By which words Aristotle hath suffi- 


ciently destroyed his own argument, which 
we produced before out of the first of the 
Physics, and is excellently urged in that 
philosophical piece attributed unto Justin 
Martyr. Ei mpardvecrt +0 omretooy crtguc, 
nal Urregoy Td Ex omreQmMaATOS YiyVopAEVOY, Hat 
yewnnre dirporega, TH LEV YEVECEL TOU KELRLEVOU 
Ex CmEparos yiyvoreévou Lordnerras Td omEp ec 
on (B yevicts TOU cartigavreg Umoxticbar +d 
creed ov Suvarév, ode dea del Ta Coa nal Ta 
gura ix cortpuaros. Aristot. Dogm. Evers. 
art. 1. “O0ev oifele Aéyer rod cmteparos Eivas 
Tov avOpwmov, ode TOU wou Elves Tiv drewrogida® 
Tig 06 adenrogidos 7d div Eivat, nal +o carECpee 
rod avOewmov Atyouev.  Plut. Sympos. |. ii. 
probl. 3. 
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cedent to all such succession; it is most evident it can have 
no place in the production of that antecedent or first being, 
which we.call creation. 

Now when we thus describe the nature of creation, and 
under the name of heaven and earth comprehend all things con- 
tained in them, we must distinguish between things created. 
For some were made immediately out of nothing, by a proper, 
some only mediately, as out of something formerly made out 
of nothing, by an improper kind of creation. By the first 
were made all immaterial substances, all the orders of angels, 
and the souls of men, the heavens, and the simple or elemental 
bodies, as the earth, the water, and the air. “ In the beginning 
God created the heaven and the earth;” (Gen. i. 1.) so in the 
beginning, as without any pre-existing or antecedent matter. 
This earth, when so tu the beginning made, was “‘ without form 
and void,” (Gen. i. 2.) covered with waters likewise made, not 
out of it but with it, the same which, ‘‘:‘when the waters were 
gathered together unto one place, appeared as dry land.” 
(Gen. i.9.) *By the second, all the “hosts of the earth,” 
(Gen. il. 1.) the fowls of the air, and the fishes of the sea; 
‘Let the earth (said God) bring forth grass, the herb yielding 
seed, and the fruit-tree yielding fruit after his kind.” (Gen.i.11 ) 
“ Let the waters bring forth abundantly the moving creature 
that hath life, and fowl that may fly above the earth ;’’ (Gen.i. 20.) 
and more expressly yet, “ Out of the ground God formed every 
beast of the field, and every fowl of the air.” (Gen. 11. 19.) 
And well may we grant these plants and animals to have their 
origination from such principles, when we read, “‘ God formed 
man out of the dust of the ground ;” (Gen. ii. 7.) and said unto 
him whom he created in his own image, “ Dust thou art.” 
(Gen. iii. 19.) 

Having thus declared the notion of creation in respect of 
those things which were created, the next consideration is of 
that action in reference to the agent who created all things. 
Him therefore we may look upon first as moved; secondly, as 
free under that motion; thirdly, as determining under that 
freedom, and so performing of that action. In the first we may 
see his goodness, in the second his will, in the third his power. 

I do not here introduce any external impulsive cause, as 
moving God unto the creation of the world; for I have pre- 
supposed all things distinct from him to have been produced 
out of nothing by him, and consequently to be posterior not 
only to the motion but: the actuation of his will. . Being then 
nothing can be antecedent to the creature beside God himself, 
neither can any thing be a cause of any of his actions but what 
is in him; we must not look-for any thing extrinsical unto him, 
‘but wholly acquiesce in his infinite goodness, as the only moving 


* ¢ Hic visibilis mundus ex materia que a Deo facta fuerat, factus 
est et ornatus.’ Gennad. c. 10. 
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and impelling cause; “There is none good but one, that is 
God,” (Matt. xix. 17.)* saith our Saviour; none originally, 
essentially, infinitely, independently good, but he. Whatso- 
ever goodness is found in any creature is but by way of emana- 
tion from that fountain, whose very being is diffusive, whose 
nature consists in the communication of itself. In the end of 
the sixth day “ God saw every thing that he had made, and be- 
hold it was very good :” (Gen. 1.31.) which shews the end of 
creating all things thus good, was the communication of that 


by which they were, and appeared so. 
The ancient heathens have acknowledged this truth,+. but 
with such disadvantage, that from thence they gathered an un- 


doubted error. 


For from the goodness of God, which they did 


not unfitly conceive necessary, infinite, and eternal,{ they col- 


* "Aro yae 7d Emlurntoy dyadtov, dvr 7d 
way Ew ayabdv, dAdo TO MenTws ayartov. 
Proclus in Timeum, |. il. p. 110. 30. ed. 
Basil.1534. To 32 avroayabay rear ag dyc- 
Ocy. Ibid. 1. 33. 

+t As Plato: Aéywpcev 0h, 8s" Hy airiav yé- 
verw ual +d way rode 6 Euioras Euvéstunsey, 
ayabss hy dyabea ¥ oddele oregt oddevdg ovderore 
éyylveras pOévose rovrou & surdg wv, wdvTa 
Ort madiora EBovandn yvevirdat waeamwAncia 
aura Tavtny 88 yevicews nocov MaMoT av 
Tig deyny uvemrarny arag’ avSpav peovitccoy 
amodeydusvos, seIérara amodexar av. In 
Tineo, p- 504. ed. Bip. Airla yae THS 
TOV WAVTAY woincewg ovdEeIaA AAAN TredcErTIV 
BVAOVOG, Any Tho nat ovoiay ayaddérntos. 
Hieroel. in Aur. Carm, p. 21. ed. pr. Af 
yee Taps Thy dyabornta Asyomevas aitias Tig 
Snsougylag rouse rev mavrig, avdewmivaic 
Mad WEeoracET 7 TH Sea mpémouow. 
Lbid. 

t Avayun Oc thy rod beov dyabdrnra ovrog 
Tou noopaov, ath TE Tov Sedy ayadov elves, nat 
Tov Koo pLoy UMaeXEW' Gomes HAiw peev Kal quel 
cuvudlatatar pag, cauats d8 cua. Salustius 
de Diis et mundo, c. 7. Es yae apeesvov pxii 
Woisiy, Wao Ets To qWoiety meTaBEeRnue; si SE TO 
grossiv, Th pan &€ Ai Nov Ewearrev; Hicrocles de 
Fato et Provid.p.10. Neither doth he 
mean any less, when in his sense he thus 
describes the first Cause of all things: 
*Ec?’ av (so I read it, not éo7’, av, as the 
printed copies, or &»¢ av, as Curterius) 7 
TO wear avTay aitioy aueTaerAnTov Tavern 
Kal arecarroy, nal riy ovrlay TH évecyeia iv 
auTiy KEextnévoy, nal tiv ayadornta on 
emintntoy Exov, GAN’ ovctwuevny ad” auriy, 
nai 3: abriy rd mete 7d Elves mapiyoy (so L 
read it, not wdvrwy wpdg +6 ev gives, as the 
printed). Hierocl. in Aur. Carm. p. 21. 
Suvierntar dea TH sy dyadornte TOU marpos 
in Ths meovolag Exrevera’ raven 88 4 Tod Snpet- 
ougyou Siateoveos moines" Tvavrn 38h Tov mavrag 
ward tiv aeipoy abdsorny ual o avTig Adyog 
Tavtny TE dvasesi, xal THy ayabdtnra Tov we- 


womnorog. Proclusin Timeum, |. ii. p. 111. 
46. Now although this be the constant 
argumentation of the later Platonists, yet 
they found no such deduction or conse- 
quence in their master Plato: and I some- 
thing incline to think, though it may seem 
very strange, that they received it from 
the Christians, | mean out of the school 
of Ammonius at Alexandria ; whom 
though Porphyrius would make an apos- 
tate, for the credit of his heathen gods, 
yet St. Jerome hath sufficiently assured 
us that he lived and died in the Christian 
faith. The reason of my conjecture is no 
more than this: Proclus acknowledgeth 
that Plutarch and others, though with 
Plato they maintained the. goodness of 
God to be the cause of the World, yet 
withal they denied the eternity of it: and 
when he quotes other expositors for his 
own opinion, he produceth none but Por- 
phyrius and Iamblichus, the eldest of 
which was the scholar of Plotinus the dis- 
ciple of Ammonius. And that he was of 
the opinion, I collect from him who was 
his scholar both in philosophy and di- 
vinity, that is, Origen, whose judgment, 
if it were not elsewhere apparent, is suf- 
ficiently known by the fragment of Me- 
thodius epi yewnrav, preserved in Photius. 
“Ort 5 "Qerytvns, oy xévravpov Karl, EAEYE cUY- 
aidiov iva Tw prdyn copa nal darpor dest Bee TO 
may. [Vid. p. 82. col. 2.] Being then 
Porphyrius and Iamblichus cited by Pro- 
clus, being Hierocles, Proclus, and Salus- 
tius, were all either éu rig ieeae yeveds, as 
they called it, that is, descended succes- 
sively from the School of Ammonius (the 
great conciliator of Plato and Aristotle, 
and reformer of the ancient philosophy), 
or at least contemporary to them that were 
so; it is most probable that they might 
receive it from his mouth, especially con- 
sidering that even Origen a Christian con- 
firmed the same. 
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lected that whatsoever dependeth of it must be as necessary 
and eternal, even as light must be as ancient as the sun, and a 
shadow as an opacous body in that light. If then there be no 
instant imaginable before which God was not infinitely good, 
then can there likewise be none conceivable before which the 
World was not made. And thus they thought the goodness of 
the Creator must stand or fall with the eternity of the creature. 

For the clearing of which ancient mistake, we must observe, 
that as God is essentially and infinitely good without any mix- 
ture of deficiency, so is he in respect of all external actions or 
emanations absolutely free without the least necessity. Those 
bodies which do act without understanding or preconception 
of what they do, as the sun and fire give hight and heat, work 
always to the utmost of their power, nor are they able at any 
time to suspend their action. To conceive any such necessity 
in the divine operations, were to deny all knowledge in God, 
to reduce him into a condition inferior to some of the works of 
his own hands, and to fall under the censure contained in the 
Psalmist’s question, “He that planted the ear, shall he not 
hear? he that formed the eye, shall he not see? he that teacheth 
man knowledge, shall he not know ?” (Psal. xciv. 9,10.) Those 
creatures who are endued with understanding, and consequently 
with a will, may not only be necessitated in their actions by a 
greater power, but also as necessarily be determined by the 
proposal of an infinite good: whereas neither of these neces- 
sities can be acknowledged in God’s actions, without suppos- 
ing a power beside and above omnipotency, or a real happiness 
beside and above all-sufficiency. Indeed if God were a neces- 
sary agent in the works of creation, the creatures would be of 
as necessary a being as he is; whereas the necessity of being 
is the undoubted prerogative of the first cause. ‘‘ He worketh 
all things after the counsel of his own will,” (Ephes. i. 11.) 
saith the apostle : and wheresoever counsel is, there is election, 
or else it is vain; where a will, there must be freedom, or else 
itis weak. We cannot imagine that the all-wise God should 
act or produce any thing but what he determineth to produce ; 
and all his determinations must flow from the immediate prin- 
ciple of his will. If then his determinations be free, as they 
must be coming from that principle, then must the actions 
which follow them be also free. Being then the goodness of 
God is absolutely perfect of itself, being he is in himself in- 
finitely and eternally happy, and this happiness as little capa- 
ble of augmentation as of diminution ; he cannot be thought 
to look upon any thing without himself as determining his will 
to the desire, and necessitating to the production of it. Ifthen 
we consider God’s goodness, he was moved; if his all-sufficiency, 
he was not necessitated: if we look upon his will, he freely 
determined ; if on his power, by that determination he created 
the World. 


MAKER OF HEAVEN AND EARTH. 87 


Wherefore that ancient conceit of a necessary emanation of 
God’s goodness in the eternal creation of the World will now 
easily be refuted, if we make a distinction in the equivocal 
notion of goodness. For if we take it as it signifieth ‘a recti- 
tude and excellency of virtue and holiness, with a negation of 
all things morally evil, vicious, or unholy,’ so God is absolutely 
and necessarily good: butif we take it in another sense, as in- 
deed they did who made this argument, that is, rather for be- 
neficence, or communicativeness of some good to others; then 
God is not necessarily, but freely, good, that is to say, profit- 
able and beneficial. For he had not been in the least degree 
evil or unjust, if he had never made the World or any part 
thereof, if he had never communicated any of his perfections 
by framing any thing beside himself. very proprietary there- 
fore being accounted master of his own, and thought freely to 
bestow whatever he gives; much more must that one eternal 
and independent Being be wholly free in the communicating 
his own perfections without any necessity or obligation. We 
must then look no farther than the determination of God’s will 
in the creation of the World. 

For this is the admirable power of God, that with him to 
will is to effect, to determine is to perform. So the elders speak 
before him that sitteth upon the throne; ‘Thou hast created 
all things, and for thy pleasure (that is, by thy will) they are 
and were created.” (Rev.iv. 11.) Where there is no resist- 
ance in the object, where no need of preparation, application, 
or instrumental advantage in the agent, there the actual deter- 
mination of the will is a sufficient production. Thus God did 
make the heavens and the earth by willing them to be.* This 
was his first command unto the creatures, and their existence 
was their first obedience. ‘ Let there be light,”’+ this is the 
injunction; “ and there was light,” thatis the creation. Which 
two are so intimately and immediately the same, that though 
in our and{ other translations those words, let there be, which 
express the command of God, differ from the other there was, 
which denote the present existence of the creature; vet in the 
original there is no difference at all, neither in point nor letter. 
And yet even in the diversity of the translation the phrase 
seems so expressive of God’s infinite power, and immediate 
efficacy of his will, that it hath raised some admiration of 
Moses in the§ enemies of the religion both of the Jews and 


* So Clemens Alexandrinus speaks of 
God: ire +e Bovrscbar dneesovgyel, nal ra 
podvoy EOeAficas abrdy Emstar +d yeyeviiobat 
Protrept. c. 4. fin. 

ie ~ \ \ / 4 

t TevnSnra pag, ual +o mpberaya eeyov 
nv. S. Basil. in Hexraem. Homil. ii. §. 7. 
« ‘ \ ~ \ tn \ 7 
Orav 38 pwviv Oeod nal piua nal wiborayma 
Aéymuey, Thy ev TH Dernpatt powny hyodueta 
gy eldss meortdyparos oynuarilerOar. Id. 
ibid. Tivos dtroupyias déorro 6 BeAnpeats prdvov 


Snpersugyav, oeod +n Bovrnce cuvupiorapeéns 
rig utricewo; Id. l. ii. adv. Ewnom. §. 21. 

¢ As yenSnrw pais, xal éyévero pas, Fiat 
lux, et facta est lux: or as Aquila, ysvicda, 
nat éysvero, as Symmachus, torw, nal éyé- 
vero, all with a difference: whereas in 
the Hebrew it is a most expressive and 
significant tautology, “x ‘1 VR “ 

§ As Dionysius Longinus, seg Ufoug, 
Sect. 9. Tavrn nat raiv “loudainv Oerpeo~ 
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Christians. “God is in the heavens, he hath done whatsoever 
he pleased,”* saith David; (Psal. cxv. 3.) yea, in the making 
of the heavens; he therefore created them, because “ he pleased;” 
nay, more, he thereby created them, even by willing their 
creation. 

Now although some may conceive the creature might have 
been produced from all eternity by the free determination of 
God’s will, and it is so far certainly true, that there is no in- 
stant assignable before which God could not have made the 
World; yet as this is an Article of our faith, we are bound to 
believe the heavens and the earth are not eternal. “Through 
faith we understand the worlds were framed by the word of 
God.” (Heb. xi. 3.) And by that faith we are assured, that 
whatsoever possibility of an eternal existence of the creature 
may be imagined, actually it had a temporal beginning; and 
therefore all the arguments for this World’s eternity are nothing 
but so many erroneous misconceptions. ‘The Lord possess- 
ed me in the beginning of his way, before his works of old 
(saith Wisdom). I was set up from everlasting, from the be- 
ginning, or ever the earth was :” (Prov. viii. 22, 23.) And the 
same Wisdom of God being made man, reflecteth upon the same 
priority, saying, “‘ Now, O Father, glorify thou me with thine 
ownself, with the glory which I had with thee before the World 
was.” (John xvii. 5.) Yea, au the same Christ are we “ blessed 
with all spiritual blessings, according as he hath chosen us in 
him before the foundation of the World.” (Ephes.1. 3, 4.) The 
impossibility of the origination of a circular motion, which we 
are sure is either in the heaven or earth, and the impropriety 
of the beginning of time, are so poor exceptions, that they de- 
serve not the least labour of refutation. The actualeternity of 
this World is so far from being necessary, that it is of -itself 
most improbable; and without the infallible certainty of faith, 
there is no single person carries more evidences of his youth, 
than the World of its novelty.t+ 

It is true indeed, some ancient accounts there are which 
would persuade us to imagine astrange antiquity of the World, 
far beyond the annals of Moses, and account of the same Spi- 
rit which made it. The{ Egyptian priests pretended an exact 


Bérns, ovy o Tuxay avne, ereda thy Tod Oetou 
Sivapuvy nara Thy allay Byvopice uadlednvev, 
evdug ev TH eloBorn yedrbas Tav vouov, El@wey 
6 Beds, pnot ti; yevésOw pas, nal eyeveror 
yevec8w yi, wal Eyévero. Where observe, 
Longinus made use of the translation of 
Aquila. 

* Tlavra boa nOéAncey érrolucey Ey TH oUpave 
nal év Th. yin beds Ort ovx) mpds Thy Snferoveryiay 
ray by TH yi pabvoy, GAKA Hat sede THY RTiCL 
chv dvw Suvapstwv nexscey 4 Séanoig avrov 
peovn. -S. Chrysost. le ii, weet rod anara- 
Anwrov. 


+ As even Lucretius confesseth, and 
that out of the principles of Epicurus, I. 
v. 331. 

‘ Verum, ut opinor, habet novitatem sum- 
ma, recensque 

Natura est mundi, neque pridem exordia 
cepit.’ 

+ Plato tells us of an account which an 
Egyptian priest gave to Solon, in which 
the Athenians were nine thousand years 
old, and those of Sais eight thousand : 
Tleorégay pxtv Thy qeup ipaty Eres ytAlors ex vig 
TEKa Hpaicrov.rd omeppece wpohaBoura Lav, 
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chronology for some myriads of years, and the Chaldeans or* 
Assyrians far outreckon them, in which they delivered not 
only a catalogue of their kings, but also a table of the teclipses 
of the sun and moon. 

But for their number of years nothing is more certain than 
their forgery; for the Egyptians did preserve the antiquities 
of other nations as well as their own, and by the evident fal- 
lacy in others have betrayed their own vanity. When Alex- 
ander entered Egypt with his victorious army, the priests 
could shew him out of their sacred histories an account of the 
Persian empire, which he gained by conquest, and the Ma- 
cedonian, which he received by birth, of each for: eight 
thousand years ;{ whereas nothing can be more certain, out of 
the best historical account, than that the Persian empire, whe- 
ther begun in Cyrus or in Medus, was not then three hundred 
years old, and the Macedonian, begun in Caranus, not five hun- 
dred. They then who made so large additions to advance the 
antiquity of other nations, and were so bold as to present them 
to thosewho so easily might refute them (had they not delighted 
to be deceived to their own advantage, and taken much pleasure 
inan honourable cheat), may without any breach of charity be 
suspected to have extended the account much higher for the 
honour of their own country. Beside, their catalogues must 
needs be ridiculously incredible, when the Egyptians make the 
first kings’ reigns above twelve hundred years a-piece,§ and the 


Thy dé La Tecay’ THs D8 EvOAds Nanorpnoewo mae 
npaty By Tors teeoig yedmmarw onTaKoYAimY 
era deOude yeyparratr. In Timeo, p. 293. 
Pomponius Mela makes a larger account 
out of Herodotus, l. i. c.5. ‘ Ipsi vetus- 
tissimi (ut predicant) hominum trecentos 
et triginta reges ante Amasim, et supra 
tredecim millium annorum etates certis 
Annalibus:’ where, as the Egyptians 
much stretch the truth, so doth Mela 
stretch the relation of Herodotus, who 
makes it not thirteen thousand, but eleven 
thousand three hundred and forty years. 
Diodorus Siculus tells us of twenty-three 
thousand years from the reign of the first 
king of Egypt to the expedition of Alexan- 
der ; and Diogenes Laertius out of other 
authors more than doubles that account : 
Atybrrios ctv yap Netrou yever Oar matda"Hpas- 
orev, ov delat piroropiag, ng TOUS mpoerrairas 
iseéas eivas ual mpopnras, amd 8 Tovrou eg 
’AdtLavdeov Toy Maxedova éray sivas prupiddag 
ticoagac, ual dxranioylrra duraxdcia ern 
eLnnovra rela: forty-eight thousand eight 
hundred and sixty-three. Prowm. p. 1. 

* “accuesot 38, poly "1d uRrryos, ovy errd 
wal einors prv)eiddas ETav pedvag eEtnencay, 
be pnow “Inmapyos, dAAd nal Srag amroxata- 
TRATES Hab TEeLddous THY EMTA KOT LoKeaT oem 
fevipan waesdocay. Proclus in Timeum. 

t Ev cfg nAlou pasy Exrcirbers yever Sat Teia~ 


norlag ERdopahnovra Tpeig, TEANING OE duTAKCTbOUG 
wpranovre So. Diog. Laert. Proem. p. 1. 

¢ This fallacy appeareth by an epistle 
which Alexander wrote to his mother 
Olympias, mentioned by Athenagoras, 
Minutius Felix, St. Cyprian, and St. Au- 
gustin. ‘ Persarum autem et Macedonum 
imperium usque ad ipsum Alexandrum, 
cui loquebatur, plus quam octo millium 
annorum ille constituit ; cum apud Gre- 
cos Macedonum usque ad mortem Alex- 
andri quadringenti octoginta quinque re- 
periantur anni, Persarum vero, donec ip~ 
sius Alexandri victoria finiretur, ducenti 
et triginta tres computentur.’ S. August. 
de. Civ. Dei, 1. xii. c. 10. 

§ As Diodorus Siculus, 1.1. p. 22. ed. 
Rhod. p. 15. Steph. takes notice of the 
Egyptians, and Abydenus of the Chal- 
deans, whose ten first kings reigned one 
hundred and twenty Sari. ‘Q¢ rovg way- 
Tas eivas Baotrets Sena avd Xpdves Tig Bact- 
Akiag cuviie cdegous Exatoy einogs. Now this 
word c4eo¢ was proper to the Babylonian 
or Chaldean account. Hesych. Sdgog des- 
O65 Tig aed BaBvawvig, but what this 
number was he tells us not. In the frag- 
ment of Abydenus preserved by Eusebius, 
Sagog 94 tori EFansoia ual reoyiaia ern, 
every Sapo¢ is three thousand six hundred 
years, and consequently the one hundred 
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Assyrians theirs about forty thousand: except we take the 
Egyptian years for months,* the Assyrian for days; and then 
the account will not seem so formidable. 

Again, for the calculation of eclipses, as it may be made for 
many thousand years to come, and be exactly true, and yet 
the World may end to-morrow; because the calculation must 
be made with this tacit condition, if the bodies of the earth, 
and sun, and moon, do continue in their substance and con- 
stant motion so long: so may it also be made for many mil- 
lions of years past, and all be true, if the World have been so 
old; which the calculation doth not prove, but suppose. He 
then who should in the Egyptian temples see the description 
of so many eclipses of the sun and moon, could not be assured 
that they were all taken from real observation, when they 
might be as well described out of proleptical supposition. 

Besides, the motions of the sun, which they mention toge- 
ther and with authority equal to that of their other observations, 
are so incredible and palpably fabulous, that they take off all 
credit and esteem from the rest of their narrations. For with 
this wild account of years, and seemingly accurate observa- 
tions of the heavens, they left it written to posterity, that the 
whole course of the celestial motions was four times changed ; 
so that + the sun hath twice risen in the east and set-in the 


and twenty capo belonging to the reign 
of the ten kings four hundred and thirty- 
two thousand years. Neither was this 
the account only of Abydenus, but also of 
Berosus ; neither was it the interpreta- 
tion only of Eusebius, but also of Alex- 
ander Polyhistor, who likewise express- 
eth: tiv xedvoy Tig BaciAsiag alta cagoug 
EMaTOY Elxors, NTO ETAV rUpiddas TECTApdKoY- 
wa tests ual Wo yiAiddac. This seemed so 
highly incredible, that two ancient monks, 
Anianus and Panodorus, interpreted those 
Chaldean years to be but days, so that 
every cépo¢ should consist of three thou- 
sand six hundred days, thatis, nine years, 
ten months and a half, and the whole one 
hundred and twenty cépo for the ten kings 
eleven hundred and eighty-three years, 
six months, and odd days. This is all 
‘ which Jos. Scaliger, or Jacobus Goar of 
late, could find concerning this Chaldean 
computation: and the first of these com- 
plains that none but Hesychius makes 
mention of this account. I shall there- 
fore supply them not only with another 
author, but also with a diverse and dis- 
tinct interpretation. Zdeor pérpov nab dec- 
Oped rage Xardaiosg: of yae ex’ cagor Morovery 
Evvavrove Box’ of yivovras in euaurol nat poii- 
vec ££* that is, according to the translation 
of Portus : Sari apud Chald@os est mensura 
et numerus: nam 120 Sari faciunt annos 
2222, qui sunt anni 18 et sex menses. Well 
might he fix his N. L. or, non liquet, to 


these words; for, as they are in the 
printed books, there is no sense to be 
made of them; but by the help of the 
MS. in the Vatican library we shall both 
supply the defect in Suidas, and find a 
third valuation of the cépa. ‘Thus then 
that MS. represents the words: Oi yae px’ 
chp wWorovowv eysavrore BruB’ uatd viv Xaa- 
Salay Liipoy, elmep oo decg mroset petivag ceAUYa= 
nov ouxB, of yivovras th EvicuTol xal potives EE. 
And so the sense is clear. Zdegos, ac- 
cording to the Chaldee account, compre- 
hends two hundred and twenty-two 
months, which come to eighteen years 
and six months; therefore one hundred 
and twenty odgo make two thousand two 
hundred and twenty years ; and therefore 
for Sex’, I read, leaving out the last 8, 
Box’, that is, two thousand two hundred 
and twenty. 

* ELDZ wal Opnow Evdo£oo drnbes, ori Aiyua- 
Thor Tov pative. EviauToy ExdAovy, OU QV h THY TOA- 
Adv ToUTWY EvauTay dmapidunois Exot Te Dav= 
poarréy. Proclus in Timeum, |. i. p. 31. 50. 

+ 7Ev tolwy rovTw Tai Xpoven TET pang EAEVOY 
££ nSéwv Tov HAtoy avarErrAas ev0a TE vOY MaTa- 
Sverat, evOevrev Sic EoravaretrAat: ual evOev voy 
avarénas, gvdatra Sco xaraddvar. Herod. 
Euterp. c. 142. ‘Mandatumque literis 
servant, dum A°gyptii sunt, quater cursus 
suos vertisse sidera, ac Solem bis jam oc- 
cidisse ubi nunc oritur.’ Pompon. Mela, 
}. i..c. 10. Whereas Aristotle more sober- 
ly: "Ev dmravrs yee mageandudort xX pov xara 
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west, as it now does; and, on the contrary, twice risen in the 
west and set in the east. And thus these prodigious antiqua- 
ries confute themselves.* 

What then are these feigned observations and fabulous de- 
scriptions for the World’s antiquity, in respect not only of the 
infallible annals of the Spirit of God, but even of the constant 
testimonies of more sober men, and the real appearances and 
face of things, which speak them of a far shorter date ? 

If we look into the historians which give account of ancient 
times, nay, if we peruse the fictions of the poets, we shall find 
the first to have no footsteps, the last to feign no actions of so 
great antiquity. +If the race of men had been eternal, or as 
old as the Egyptians and Chaldees fancy it, how should it come 
to pass that the poetical inventions should find no actions 
worthy their heroic verse before the Trojan or the Theban war, 
or that great adventure of the Argonauts? For whatsoever all 
the Muses, the daughters of Memory, could rehearse before 
those times, is nothing but the creation of the World, and the 
nativity of their gods. 

If we consider the necessaries of life,t the ways of freedom 


Thy Maga dedoevny AAANAOIC pavieny OVdEV hat vE- 
Tat peTabeBannss, ovrenad Croy Tov Eryarov 
obeavov, ote Kata crdptey adrov Tay olxEimy 
ovdéiv. De Celo,]. i. c. 3.t. 22. Vide 
Simplic. ad loc. 

* As the Chaldees did affirm that they 
had taken observations of the celestial 
motions for four hundred and seventy 
thousand years; and withal they also 
affirmed, that for the same space of time 
they had calculated the nativity of all the 
children who were born. Which last is 
certainly false. ‘ Nam quod aiunt qua- 
dringenta et septuaginta millia annorum 
in periclitandis experiundisque pueris, 
quicunque nati essent, Babylonios posu- 
isse, fallunt: si enim esset factum, non 
esset desitum. Neminem autem habemus 
auctorem qui aut fieri dicat, aut factum 
sciat.’ Cicero, 1. 11. de Divinat. c. 97. 
And if the last be false, we have no rea- 
son to believe the first is true; but rather 
to deny their astronomical observations 


by their vain ambition in astrological 
predictions. And indeed those observa- 
tions of the Chaldees being curiously 
searched into by Callisthenes, appointed 
by Aristotle for that purpose, were found 
really to go no farther than one thousand 
nine hundred and three years before 
Alexander, as Porphyrius hath declared, 
who was no friend to the account of Mo- 
ses. Aid 7d enor Tag Dd Kadascbévoug Ex 
BaBvadvos meupbeiocag magatnpnoers apiné- 
oat elo thy “EAAdSa TOU "Agiororedous TOU TO 
emicunLavros arto’ &e Tivag Sinyerras 6 Tog- 
Huerog Kirt era elvas nat Eweanorioy Teta 
EXPL TAY Xpovev AAsEdydeeu TOU Maxedovos 
culouévas, Simplic. ad 2. Aristot. de Celo, 
p- 1235. 

+ This argument is therefore to me the 
stronger, because made by him who can- 
not be thought a favourer of our religion, 
because he was a countenancer of none, 
Epicurus, whose mind is thus delivered 
by Lucretius, 1. v. 325. 


‘ Preterea, si nulla fuit genitalis origo 

Terrarum et Celi, semperque eterna fuere ; 

Cur supra bellum Thebanum et funera Troje, 

Non alias alii quoque res cecinere Poete ? 

Quo tot facta virum toties cecidere ? neque usquam 
f&ternis fame monumentis insita florent 


¢ Pliny gives a large account of these, |. vii. c. 56. and Lucretius makes use of 


aqagqgQqQ 


this argument, |. v. 333. 
‘ Quare etiam quedam nunc artes expoliuntur, 
Nunc etiam augescunt, nunc addita navigiis sunt 
Multa; modo organici melicos peperere sonores : 
Denique natura hec rerum ratioque reperta est 
Nuper, et hance primus cum primis ipse repertus 
Nunc ego sum in patrias qui possim vertere voces.’ 
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and commerce:amongst men, and the inventions of all arts and 
sciences, the letters which we use, and languages which we 
speak, they have all known originals, and may be traced to 
their first authors. The first beginnings were then so known 
and acknowledged by all, that the inventors and authors of 
them were reckoned amongst their gods, and worshipped by 
those to whom they had been so highly beneficial : which ho- 
nour and adoration they could not have obtained, but from 
such as were really sensible of their former want, and had ex- 
perience of a present advantage by their means. 

If we search into the nations themselves, we shall see none 
without some original: and were those *authors extant who 
have written of the first plantations and migrations of people, 
the foundations and inhabiting of cities and countries, the first 
rudiments would appear as evident as their later growth and 
present condition. We know what ways within two thousand 
years people have made through vast and thick woods for their 
habitations, now as fertile, as populous, as any. The Hercy- 
nian trees, in the time of the Cesars, occupying so great a 
space as to take up a journey of sixty days, +were thought 
even then coeval with the World.{ We read without any show 
of contradiction, how this western part of the World hath been 
peopled from the east: and all the pretence of the Babylonian 
antiquity is nothing else, but that we all came from thence. 
Those eight persons saved in the Ark, descending from the 
Gordizan mountains and multiplying to a large collection in 
the plain of Sinaar, made their first division at that place; and 
that dispersion, or rather dissemination, hath peopled all other 
parts of the World, either never before inhabited, or dispeopled 
by the flood. 

These arguments have always seemed so clear and undenia- 
ble, that. they have put not only those who make the World 
eternal, but those also who confess it made (but far more an- 
cient than we believe it), to a strange answer, to themselves 
uncertain, to us irrational. 


For to this they replied, that this World § hath suffered many 


* T mean, not only such as wrote the 
building of particular cities, as Apollo- 
nius Rhodius Kadyoy xriow, Xenophanes 
Koropavos uticw, Crito Zugaxovcay xsicw, 
and Philochorus Yadaaptvos uricw: but 
those more general, as Aristotle Kriceic 
wat morrreiac, Polemo Kticesg woAgov év 
oaxids, Charon Woe wticeic, Callimachus 
Kticeio vicwy nat gmoaewy, Hellanicus K7i- 
oeig éovay ual a@orewv, and the indefinite 
Krices written by Dercyllus, Dionysius, 
Hippys, Clitophon, Trisimachus, and 
others. 

+ ‘Silvarum, Hercynia, dierum sex- 
aginta iter occupans, ut major aliis, ita 
et notior.’ Pompon. Mela, 1. ii. c. 3. 


+ ‘Hercynie silvee roborum vastitas 
intacta evis et congenita mundo, prope 
immortali sorte miracula excedit.’ Plin. 
1. xWiere, Se 

§ Thus Ocellus, who maintained the 
World was never made, answers the ar- 
gument brought from the Greek histories 
which begin with Inachus, as the first 
subject, not author of history (as. Nega- 
rolain his Annotations mistakes Ocellus): 
Aw ual rots Aéyours Thy “EAAnviNKg teroelag 
dexiv ds ‘Ivayou elves Tod Agyelou, aporex- 
Tov OUTMS, COUN wo amd TiVOG deYTS TpwTNG, 
AAG Tig yevorctyng preTaGorrg nar airny. 
c. ili. §..5.. So that he will have Inachus 
to be the first not absolutely, but since 
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alterations, by the utter destructions of nations and depopula- 
tions of countries, by which all monuments of antiquity were 
defaced, all arts and sciences utterly lost, all fair and stately 
fabrics ruined, and so mankind reduced into paucity, and the 
World often again returned into its infancy. This they con- 
ceived.to have been done oftentimes in several ages, sometimes 
by a deluge of water, sometimes by a torrent of fire; and, lest 
any of the elements might be thought not to conspire to the 
destruction of mankind, the air must sweep away whole empires 
at once with infectious plagues, and earthquakes swallow up 
all ancient cities, and bury even the very ruins of them. By 
which answer of theirs they plainly afford two great advantages 
to the Christian faith. First, Because they manifestly shew 
that they had a universal tradition of Noah’s flood, and the 
overthrow of the whole World: Secondly, Because it was evi- 
dent to them, that there was no way to salve the eternity or 
antiquity of the World, or to answer this argument drawn from 
history and the appearances of things themselves, but by sup- 
posing innumerable deluges and deflagrations. Which being 
merely feigned in themselves, not proved (and that first* by 
them who, say they, are not subject themselves unto them, as 
the Egyptians did, who by the advantage+ of their peculiar 


the last great alteration made in Greece ; 
and then he concludes that Greece hath 
often been, and will often be, barbarous, 
and lose the memory of all their actions: 
Thoardnts yde ual yéyove ual torar BagCapog i 
“EAAGS, od, Um avOcarrav prdcvov ysvomeeyn meé- 
TATTATOS, GAA Kal Oo” atic tio pucews ov 
peeiCovos oddE cuslovog abring yivomevng, AAA vag 
vewreeas det ual meds Huds apyiv AapeGavovons. 
Ocellus de Universo, ibid. Thus Plato, 
who asserted the creation of the World, 
but either from eternity, or such anti- 
quity as does not much differ from it, 
brings in Solon inquiring the age of the 
Greek histories, as of Phoroneus, and 
Niobe, Deucalion and Pyrrha; and an 
Egyptian priest answering, that all the 
Greeks were boys, and not an old man 
amongst them, that is, they had no an- 
cient monuments, or history of any aati- 
quity, but rested contented with the 


knowledge of the time, since the last 
great mutation of their own country: 
TloAral yee xaTa worrd pogat yeydvacw ay- 
Oparray ual Eoovrat, mugt piv xat dare mé- 
yirrat, prueiosg 38 arroIG Ersear Beayurepas. 
In Timao, p. 291. Origen of Celsus: Td 
GONAAG EX TAYTOS wiaVoS TUEwTELS YyEyoveves, 
morrag Y 2mindvceic, ual vewrecov eivas Tov 
mt Agsunarimvog xaTanAucpLoy Evayyoo yeye- 
yngeévoy, TAdws TOS dnovEely avTOU Suvaprévors 
Taglornes THAT adToV TD Rico ayéEwnToV. 
l. 1. §. 19. And Lucretius the Epicu- 
rean, who thought the World but few 
thousand years old, as we believe, and 
that it should at last be consumed, as we 
also are persuaded, thinks this answer of 
theirs so far from being a refutation of 
the former, that he admits it as a confir- 
mation of the latter part of his opinion. 
De Rerum Natura, |. v. 339. 


‘ Quod si forte fuisse antehac eadem omnia credis, 
Sed periisse hominum torrenti secla vapore, 

Aut cecidisse urbes magno vexamine mundi, 

Aut ex imbribus assiduis exisse rapaces 

Per terras amnes atque oppida cooperuisse : 

Tanto quippe magis victus fateare necesse est, 
Exitium quoque terrai ccelique futurum.’ 


* "Eorwoay 88 to Kédow To weel trav 
Exmrvenremy xet eLvdataceav miOov Sdexarot 
of xat” adtriv copwTaros Aiyimaim. Orig. 
adv. Celsum, |. 1. §. 20. 

+ So that Egyptian priest in Plato’s 
Timzus tells Solon that the fable of 


Phaethon did signify a real conflagration 
of the World; but so as_all they which 
lived in mountains or dry parts of the 
earth were scorched and consumed, but 
of those who lived near the seas or rivers 
in the valleys, some were’ preserved : 
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situation feared neither perishing by fire nor water), serve only 
for a confirmation of Noah’s flood so many ages past, and the 
surer expectation of St. Peter’s fire, we know not how soon to 
come. 

It remaineth then that we steadfastly believe, not only that 
the “‘ heavens and earth, and all the host of them” (Gen. ii. 1.) 
were made, and so acknowledge a creation, or an actual and 
immediate dependence of all things on God; but also that all 
things were created by the hand of God, in the same manner, 
and at the same time, which are delivered unto us in the books 
of Moses by the Spirit of God, and so acknowledge a novity, 
or no long existence of the creature. 

Neither will the novity of the World appear more plainly 
unto our conceptions, than if we look upon our own succes- 
sions. The vulgar accounts, which exhibit about five thou- 
sand six hundred years, though sufficiently refuting an eternity, 
and allaying all conceits of any great antiquity, are not yet so 
properly and nearly operative on the thoughts of men, as a re- 
flection upon our own generations. The first of men was but 
six days younger than the being, not so many than the appear- 
ance, of the earth: and if any particular person would consider 
how many degrees in a direct line he probably is removed 
from that single person Adam, who bare together the name of 
man and of the earth from whence he came, he could not choose 
but think himself so near the original fountain of mankind, as 
not to conceive any great antiquity of the World. For though 
the ancient heathens did imagine innumerable* ages and genera- 
tions of men past, though Origen} did fondly seem to collect 


iystv 98, saith he, 6 Netaog elo re tare 
cathe, ual tore Ex TavTns THiS amoplag cwCES 
Avduevoc. p. 291. Thus the Egyptians 
pretend Nilus saved them from the flames 
of Phaethon. Nor were they only safe 
from conflagrations, but from inunda- 
tions also. For when in Greece or other 
parts a deluge happened, then all their 
cities were swept away into the sea: 
Kara de rhyde viv apa, says the priest, 
OvTE TOTE, OUTE an Dore avwbev Et tae agovpag 
Udw0e & emsppet* oS tvayeiov, narwbey Eqraysevas 
mépunev, bev nal Ov ao aitiag ravOdde cwlo- 
eva AfysTas wahaorara. p. 292. So 
Egypt receiving not their waters from 
above by clouds, but from below by 
springs from the river Nile, was out of 
danger in a deluge, and thereby preserved 
the most ancient monuments and records. 
But, alas! this is a poor shift to them 
who believe that in the great and univer- 
sal flood, ‘‘ all the fountains of the great 
deep were broken up, and the windows 
of heaven were opened.” Gen vii. 11. 

* So Cicero indeed speaks, innumera- 
bilia secula, in his book of Divination : 
and Socrates in Plato’s Theetetus brings 


this argument against the pride of great 
and noble families, that they who men- 
tion a succession of their ancestors who 
have been rich and powerful, doit merely : 

vm amawevriag, ov Suvarnévory elo +O gray aeh 
Rrérrew, ovde hoyiler bas, 6 OT: wammwvy nar 
meoyevov (aupiades § Endore yeysvacw | ave lO un- 
Tob, eV aig WAoucios Kat m709 xa, nat BacsrEtc 
ual SotAn, BapCapot re eal“ EAAnves oAAdKiy 
pavetos oer orwouv’ p. 118. as if every 
person were equally honourable, having 
innumerable ancestors, rich and poor, 
servants and kings, learned and barba- 
rous. 

+ Origen did not only collect the eter- 
nity of the World from the coexistence of 
all God’s attributes, as because he is 
mayroneatap and dnusoveyss, therefore he 
was always so, for how could he be dnpu- 
oveyes civeu Snprtoveynudtwv, OF Tavronedrme 
dyev Thy neatouévoy ; but also from the 
ninetieth psalm, ‘‘ From everlasting to 
everlasting, thou art God. For a thou- 
sand years in thy sight are but as yester- 
day ;” and that at the beginning of Ec- 
clesiasticus, ‘‘ Who can number the sand 
of the sea, and the drops of the rain, and 
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so much by some misrepresentations of the Scriptures; yet if 
we take a sober view, and make but rational collections from 
the chronology of the Sacred Writ, we shall find no man’s pe- 
digree very exorbitant, or in his line of generation descent of 
many score. 

When the age of man was long, in the infancy of the World, 
we find ten generations extend to one thousand six hundred 
and fifty-six years, according to the shortest, which is thought, 
because the Hebrew, therefore the best account; according to 
the longest, which, because the Septuagint’s, is not to be con- 
temned, two thousand two hundred and sixty-two, or rather 
two thousand two hundred and fifty-six. From the flood 
brought at that time upon the earth for the sins of men which 
polluted it, unto the birth of Abraham, the father of the faithful, 
not above ten generations, if so many, took up two hundred and 
ninety-two years according to the least, one thousand one 
hundred and thirty-two according to the largest account. 
Since which time the ages of men have been very much alike 
proportionably long; and it is agreed by all that there have 
not passed since the birth of Abraham three thousand seven 
hundred years. Now by the experience of our families, which 
for their honour and greatness have been preserved, by the 
genealogies delivered in the Sacred Scriptures, and thought 
necessary to be presented to us by the blessed evangelists, by 
the observation and concurrent judgment of former ages, three 
generations* usually take up a hundred years. If then it be 
not yet three thousand seven hundred years since the birth of 
Abraham, as certainly it is not; if all men who are or have 
been since have descended from Noah, as undoubtedly they 
have; if Abraham were but the tenth from Noah, as Noah 
from Adam, which Moses hath assured us: then it is not pro- 
bable that any person now alive is above one hundred and 


the days of eternity?’ But Methodius, 


yovévat. So Artemidorus and the Gram- 
bishop and martyr, hath well concluded 


marians. Although I cannot imagine 


that disputation: Taira gnow 6 ‘Qevyévng 
cmovdalav, nal Cpa ofa waive. [ Vid. p. 83.] 

* By the Greeks called yeveat, which. 
are successions of generations from father 
to son: as in St. Matt. i. 17. Indeed 
sometimes they take it for other spaces 


of time: as Artemidorus observes, for~ 


seven years. Kat’ évioug piv rn C’, oOev 
ual AEyoucty of laretnol, Tay duo yeveay (not 
mes Fav, as Wolfius and Portus would cor- 
rect it) pandéva (not mi Seiv, as Suidas) 
pasCoroeety, Tov TeccagecnadEexern (not tec- 
capecxaidexarov, as Suidas transcribing him 
negligently) Aéyovres. Sometimes they 
interpret it twenty, twenty-five, or thirty 
years, as appears by Hesychius. And 
by that last account they reckoned the 
years of Nestor: Kav’ évioug 32 A’, dOev xat 
To Nicroea BovAovras ig Evevixoyvra ern ye- 


that to be the sense of Homer. ‘In. A. 250. 
Tad n3n duo pes yeveat peepdrrav avOcwmray 
"ED Oia", of of mpbcbev Apa rpacev nd” Eyé- 

voyTo. 

And I conceive that gloss in Hesychius, 

"ET! Siacrhuaros yedvow Trav fan Kar” ard 

BeCiwxdorwy, to be far more properly appli- 

cable to that place. But, in the sense of 

which we now speak, it is taken for the 
third part ordinarily of a hundred years ; 
as Herodotus, mentioning the Egyptian 
feigned genealogies: Kairos reinndcias pxev 
aveav yeveat Suvéarat pvere erea* three 
hundred generations equalize ten thou- 
sand years: yeveal ye rpeio dvdpav Exaroy 
éved éovt, Euterp.c. 142. And after him 

Clemens Alex. Strom. }. i. c. 21. p. 145. 

Eig +a Exariy Ern Teeig Eynarahtyovras ye- 

vet, 
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thirty generations removed from Adam. And indeed thus 
admitting but the Greek account of less than five thousand 
years since the flood, we may easily bring all sober or probable 
accounts of the Egyptians, Babylonians, and Chinese, to be- 
gin since the dispersion at Babel. Thus having expressed at 
last the time so far as it 1s necessary to be known, I shall con- 
clude this second consideration of the nature and notion of 
creation. 

Now being under the terms of heaven and earth, we have 
proved all things beside God to be contained, and that the 
making of all these things was a clear production of them 
out of nothing; the third part of the explication must of 
necessity follow, that he which made all thingsis God. This 
truth is so evident in itself, and so confessed by all. men, 
that none did ever assert the World was made, but withal 
affirmed. that it was God who made it. There remaineth 
therefore nothing more in this particular, than to assert 
God so the Creator of the World as he is described in. this 
Article. 

Being then we believe in God the Father, maker of heaven and 
earth, and by that God we expressed already a singularity of 
the Deity; our first assertion which we must make good is, 
That the one God did create the World. Again, being who- 
soever is that God, cannot be excluded from this act of cre- 
ation, as being an emanation of the Divinity, and we seem by 
these words to appropriate it to the Father, beside whom we 
shall hereafter shew that we believe some other persons to be 
the same God; it will be lkewise necessary to declare the 
reason why the creation of the World is thus signally attributed 
to God the Father. 

The first of these deserves no explication of itself, it is so 
obvious to all who have any true conception of God. But 
because it hath been formerly denied (as there is nothing so 
senseless but some kind of heretics have embraced, and may 
be yet taken up in times of which we have no reason to pre- 
sume better than of the former), I shall briefly declare the 
creation of the World to have been performed by that one God, 
the Father of our Lord Jesus Christ. 

As for the first, there is no such difference between things 
of the World, as to infer a diversity of makers of them, nor is 
the least or worst of creatures in their original, any way de- 
rogatory to the Creator. ‘God saw every thing that he had 
made, and behold it was very good,” (Gen. 1. 31.) and con- 
sequently likely to come from the Fountain of all goodness, 
and fit always:to be ascribed to the same. Whatsoever is 
evil, is not so by the Creator’s action, but by the creature’s 
defection. 

In vain then did the heretics of old, to remove a seeming 
inconvenience, remove a certain truth; and while they feared 
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to make their own god evil,* they made him partial, or but 
half the Deity, and so a companion at least with an evil god. 
For dividing all things of this World into nature substantially 
evil, and substantially good, and apprehending a necessity of 
an origination conformable to so different a condition, they 
imagined one God essentially good, as the first principle of the 
one, another god essentially evil, as the original of the other. 
And this strange heresy began upon the first spreading + of 


* «Inde Manicheus, ut Deum a con- 
ditione malorum liberet, alterum mali in- 
ducit auctorem.’ §. Hier. in Nahum, c. 3. 

t For we must not look upon Manes as 
the first author of the heresy, though they 
who followed him were called from him 
Manicheans. Nor must we be satisfied 
with the relation of Socrates, who allots 
the beginning of that heresy, peixpa eu- 
Meor Dev rv Koveravrivov x eovew,u little before 
Constantine ; being, Epiphanius asserts, 
the first author of it, créAreoSas tiv qopevav 
eq) Ta ‘legordAupea meet TOUS HKedvous Tay -Amo- 
ororwy, to have gone to Jerusalem even about 
the Apostles’ times. Heres. \xvi. §. 3. Manes 
then, formerly called Cubricus, (not Urbi- 
cus, as St. Augustin,) who disseminated 
this heresy in the days of Aurelianus or 
Probus the emperor, about the year 277, 
had a predecessor, though not a master, 
called first Terebinthus, after Buddas. For 
this Buddas left his books and estate toa 
widow, who saith Epiphanius, ibid. Zusive 
TOAW TH HXedve ovTwS, continued with his 
estate and books a long time, and at last 
bought Cubricus for her servant. This 
Buddas had a former master called Scy- 
thianus, the first author of this heresy. 
Beside these, between Scythianus and 
Cubricus there was yet another teacher 
of the doctrine, called Zaranes. “Hv 88 
mpd rourov (Mavnroc) ual Eregos Tig naxiag 
Sddcuadros raveTng, Lapavng dovouart, opdppov 
aired umdpywy. If then we insert this 
Zaranes into the Manichean pedigree, 
and consider the time of the widow be- 
tween Buddas and Cubricus, and the age 
of Cubricus, who was then but seven years 
old, as Socrates testifies, when sheresolved 
to buy him, and discover the heresy to 
him ; there will be no reason to doubt of 
the relation of Epipbanius, that Scythia- 
nus began about the apostolical times. 
Nor need we any of the abatements in the 
animadversions of Petavius, much less 
that redargution of Epiphanius, who cites 
Origen as an assertor of the Christian faith 
against this heresy; for though he cer- 
tainly died before Manes spread his doc- 
trine, yet it was written in several books 
before him, not only in the time of Buddas, 
to whom Socrates and Suidas attribute 
them, but of Scythianus, whom St. Cyril 


and Epiphanius make the author of them. 
Neither can it be objected that they were 
not Manicheans before the appearance of 
Manes ; for I conceive the name of Manes 
(thought by the Greeks to be a name 
taken up by Cubricus, and proper to him) 
not to be any proper or peculiar name at 
all, but the general title of heretic in the 
Syriac tongue. For I am loath to think 
that Theodoret and the author in Suidas 
were so far mistaken, when they call Scy- 
thianus Manes, as to conceive Cubricus 
and he were the same person: when we 
may with much better reason conclude 
that both Scythianus and Cubricus had 
the same title. For I conceive Manes at 
first rather a title than a name, from the 
Hebrew j') or ‘xI"3 signifying a heretic. 
And although some of the Kabbins derive 
their y' from Manes, yet others make it 
more ancient than he was, referring it to 
Tzadock and Bajethos, called ‘wx5 o9 
the first or chief heretics, who lived one 
hundred years before Christ. Wherefore 
itis far more rational to assert, that he who 
began-the heresy of the Manichees was 
called }' as a heretic in the oriental 
tongues, and from thence Méyng by the 
Greeks(to comply with pave or madness in 
their language), than that Mayng was first 
the name of a man counted a heretic by 
the Christians ; and then made the general 
name of all heretics, and particularly for 
the Christians by the Jews. Which being 
granted, both Scythianus and Cubricus 
might well at first have the name of 
Manes, that is, heretic. However, the 
antiquity of that heresy will appear in the 
Marcionites, who differed not in this par- 
ticular from the Manichees. ‘ Duos Pon- 
ticus Deos affert tanquam duas Symplega- 
das naufragii sui: quem negare non potuit, 
id est, creatorem, id est, nostrum; et 
quem probare non potuit, id est, suum. 
Passus infelix hujus presumptionis in- 
stinctum de simplici capitulo Dominice 
pronunciationis, in homines non in Deos 
disponentis exempla illa bone et male 
arboris, quod neque bona malos neque 
mala bonos proferat fructus.’ Tertull. adv. 
Marcion.}. i. c. 2. This Marcion lived in 
the days of Antoninus Pius, and as Euse- 
bius testifieth, Justin Martyr wrote against 
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the Gospel ; as if the greatest light could not appear without a 
shadow. 

Whereas there is no nature originally sinful, no substance 
in itself evil, and therefore no being which may not come 
from the same fountain of goodness. ‘I formed the light, and 
create darkness; I make peace, and create evil; I the Lord 
do all these things,” (Isa. xlv. 7.) saith he who also said, “I 
am the Lord, and there is none else, there is no god besides 
me.” (Isa. xlv. 5.) Vain then is that conceit which framed 
two gods, one of them called Light, the other Darkness ; one 
good, the other evil; refuted in the first words of the CregEp, 
L believe in God, maker of heaven and earth. 

But as we have already proved that one God to be the Fa- 
ther, so must we yet farther shew that one God the Father to 
be the Maker of the World. In which there is no difficulty at 
all: the whole Church at Jerusalem hath sufficiently declared 
this truth in their devotions. ‘ Lord, thou art God which hast 
made heaven and earth, and the sea, and all that in them is: 
against thy holy child Jesus, whom thou hast anointed, both 
Herod and Pontius Pilate with the Gentiles and the people of 
Israel were gathered together.” (Acts iv. 24.27.) Jesus then 
was the child of that God which made the heaven and the 
earth, and consequently the Father of Christ is the Creator of 
the World. 

We know that Christ is the light of the Genizles by his own 
interpretation ; we are assured likewise that his Father gave 
him, by his frequent assertion : we may then as certainly con- 
clude that the Father of Christ is the Creator of the World, by 
the prophet’s express prediction: “‘ For thus saith God the 
Lord, he that created the heavens and stretched them out, he 
which spread forth the earth, and that which cometh out of it; 
I the Lord have called thee in righteousness, and will hold 
thine hand, and will keep thee, and give thee for a covenant of 
the people, for a light of the Gentiles.” (Isa. xlii. 5, 6.) 

And now this great facility may seem to create the greater 
difficulty: for being the apostles teach us, that the Son made 
all things, and the prophets that by the Spirit they were pro- 
duced, how can we attribute that peculiarly in the CreEzp 


him. Hist. 1. iv. c. 11. Irenzus relates 
how he spake with Polycarpus bishop of 
Smyrna, who was taught by the apostles, 
and conversed with divers who saw our 
Saviour, |. iii. c. 3. Neither was Marcion 
the first who taught it at Rome, for he re- 
ceived it from Cerdon. ‘ Habuit et Cer- 
donem quendam informatorem scandali 
hujus, quo facilius duos Deos ceci existi- 
maverunt.’ adv. Marcion. |. i. c. 2. This 
Cerdon succeeded Heracleon, and so at 
last this heresy may be reduced to the 
Gnostics, who derived it fromthe old gen- 


tile philosophers, and might well be em- 
braced by Manes in Persia, because it 
was the doctrine of the Persian Magi, as 
Aristotle testifieth. “Agieroréang ev reuitw 
WEP pirorodpiag uai wperPurépouc( rovg Mayous) 
Elie, Tov Aiyumriwy, rat So xar avroug Elves 
dexas, ayabdy Satuove nat nancy datprove. 
Laert. in Proemio, p. 2. And this deriva- 
tion is well observed by T'imotheus, pres- 
byter of Constantinople, speaking thus of 
Manes : Maga 38 Maguiwyes nat raiv aed éxelyon 
aicyeorody xal SurreBay nol rav nara TMepoida 
prcyov adoeuas AaBdy Soymaricer Svo devas. 
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unto the Father, which in the Scriptures is assigned indiffe- 
rently to the Son and to the Spirit?) Two reasons may par- 
ticularly be rendered of this peculiar attributing the work of 
the creation to the Father. First, in respect of those here- 
sies arising in the infancy of the Church, which endeavoured 
to destroy this truth, and to introduce another creator of the 
World, distinguished from the Father of our Lord Jesus Christ. 
An error so destructive to the Christian religion, that it raseth 
even the foundations of the Gospel, which refers itself wholly 
to the promises in the Law, and pretends to no other god, but 
that God of Abraham, of Isaac, and of Jacob; acknowledg- 
eth no other speaker by the Son, than him that spake by the 
prophets : and therefore whom Moses and the prophets call 
Lord of heaven and earth, of him our blessed Saviour signifies 
himself to be the Son, rejoicing in spirit, and saying, “ I thank 
thee, O Father, Lord of heaven and earth.” (Luke x. 21.) 
Secondly, in respect of the paternal priority in the Deity, by 
reason whereof that which is common to the Father, Son, and 
Holy Ghost, may be rather attributed to the Father, as the 
first person in the ‘Trinity. In which respect the apostle hath 
made a distinction in the phrase of emanation or production: 
**To us there is but one God, the Father, of whom are all things, 
and we in him; and one Lord Jesus Christ, by whom are all 
things, and we by him.” (1 Cor. viii. 6.) And our Saviour 
hath acknowledged, ‘‘The Son can do nothing of himself, but 
what he seeth the Father do.” (John v. 19.) which speaketh 
some kind of priority in action, according to that of the person. 
And in this sense the Church did always profess to believe in 
God the Father, Creator of heaven and earth.* 

The great necessity of professing our faith in this particular 
appeareth several ways, as indispensably tending to the illus- 
tration of God’s glory, the humiliation of mankind, the provo- 
cation to obedience, the aversion from iniquity, and all con- 
solation in our duty. 

God is of himself infinitely glorious, because his perfections 
are absolute, his excellences indefective, and the splendour 
of his glory appeareth unto us in and through the works of 
his hands. ‘ The invisible things of him from the creation of 
the world are clearly seen, being understood by the things 
that are made, even his eternal power and Godhead.” (Rom.1. 
20.) For ‘‘ He hath made the earth by his power, he hath es- 
tablished the world by his wisdom, and hath stretched out 
the heavens by his discretion.” (Jer. x. 12. li. 15.) After a 
long enumeration of the wonderful works of the creation, the 
Psalmist breaketh forth into this pious meditation, ‘‘O Lord, 


* «Stabat fides semper in Creatore et rum ecclesias editur. Nullam autem apo- 
Christo ejus.’ Tertull. adv. Marcion. 1. i. c. — stolici census ecclesiam invenias que non 
21. ‘Non alia agnoscenda erit traditio in Creatore christianizet.’ Ibid. 
Apostolorum, quam qu hodie apud ipso- 
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how manifold are thy works! in wisdom hast thou made them 
all.” (Psal. civ. 24.) If then the glory of God be made apparent 
by the creation, If he have “ made all things for himself,” (Prov. 
xvi. 4.) that is, for the manifestation of his glorious attributes; 
if the “Lord rejoiceth in his works,” because “his glory shall 
endure for ever.” (Psalm. civ. 31.) then is it absolutely neces- 
sary we should confess him Maker of heaven and earth, that we 
may sufficiently praise and glorify him. ‘Let them praise 
the name of the Lord,” saith David, “ for his name alone is 
excellent, his glory is above the earth and heaven.” (Psal. 
cxlviii. 13.) Thus did the Levites teach the children of Israel 
to glorify God: “Stand up and bless the Lord your God for 
ever and ever: and blessed be thy glorious name, which is 
exalted above all blessing and priase. Thou, even thou, art 
Lord alone; thou hast made heaven, the heaven of heavens, 
with all their hosts, the earth, and all things that are therein.” 
(Neh. ix. 5,6.) And the same hath St. Paul taught us: ‘“ For 
of him, and through him, and to him, are all things, to whom 
be glory for ever. Amen,” (Rom. xi. 36.) Furthermore, that 
we may be assured that he which made both heaven and earth 
will be glorified in both, the prophet calls upon all those ce- 
lestial hosts to bear their part in his hymn: ‘ Praise ye him 
all his angels, praise ye him all his hosts. Praise ye him sun 
and moon, praise ye him all ye stars of light. Praise him ye 
heavens of heavens, and ye waters that be above the heavens. 
Let them praise the name of the Lord, for he commanded, and 
they were created.” (Psal. cxlviil. 2—5.) And the twenty-four 
elders in the Revelation of St. John “ fall down before him 
that sitteth on the throne, and worship him that liveth for ever 
and ever, and cast their crowns,” the emblems of their bor- 
rowed and derived glories, ‘‘ before the throne,” the seat of 
infinite and eternal majesty, “saying, Thou art worthy, O 
Lord, to receive glory, and honour, and power: for thou hast 
created all things, and for thy pleasure they are and were 
created.” (Rev. iv. 10,11.) Wherefore, ‘‘ if the heavens declare 
the glory of God,” (Psal. xix. 1.) “and all his works praise 
him,” then “shall his saints bless him, they shall speak of the 
glory of his kingdom, and talk of his power.” (Psal. cxlv. 10, 
11.) And if man be silent, God will speak ; while we through 
ingratitude will not celebrate, he himself will declare it, and 
promulgate: “I have made the earth, the man and the beast 
that are upon the ground, by my great power, and by my out- 
stretched arm.” (Jer. xxvil. 5.) = 
Secondly, The doctrine of the World’s creation is most pro- 
perly effectual towards man’s humiliation. As there is nothing 
more destructive to humanity than pride, and yet not any thing 
to which we are more prone than that; so nothing can be more 
properly applied to abate the swelling of our proud concep- 
tions, than a due consideration of the other works of God, 
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with a sober reflection upon our own original. ‘When I con- 
sider the heavens, the work of thy fingers, the moon and the 
stars which thou hast ordained ;” (Psal. vil. 5.) when I view 
those glorious apparent bodies with my eye, and by the ad- 
vantage of a glass find great numbers, before beyond the 
power of my sight, and from thence judge there may be many 
millions more, which neither eye nor instrument can reach ; 
when I contemplate those far more glorious spirits, the inha- 
bitants of the heavens, and attendants on thy throne: I cannot 
but break forth into that admiration of the prophet, “What is 
man, that thou art mindful of him?” What is that offspring of 
the earth, that dust and ashes? ‘* What is that son of man, that 
thou visitest him?” (Psal. viii. 4.) What is there in the pro- 
geny of an ejected and condemned father, that thou shouldst 
look down from heaven, the place of thy dwelling, and take 
care or notice of him? But if our original ought so far to 
humble us, how should our fall abase us? That of all the 
creatures which God made, we should comply with him who 
first opposed his Maker, and would be equal unto him from 
whom he new received his being. All other works of God, 
which we think inferior to us, because not furnished with the 
light. of understanding, or endued with the power of election, 
are in a happy impossibility of sinning, and so offending of 
their Maker: the glorious spirits which attend upon the throne 
of God, once in a condition of themselves to fall, now by the 
grace of God preserved, and placed beyond all possibility of 
sinning, are entered upon the greatest happiness, of which the 
workmanship of God is capable: but men, the sons of fallen 
Adam, and sinners after the similitude of him, of all the crea- 
tures are the only companions of those “ angels which left their 
own habitations,” (Jude ver. 6.) and are “‘ delivered into chains 
of darkness to be reserved unto judgment.” (2 Pet. ii. 4.) How 
should a serious apprehension of our own corruption, mingled 
with the thoughts of our creation, humble us in the sight of 
him, whom we alone of all the creatures by our unrepented 
sins drew unto repentance? How can we look without con- 
fusion of face upon that monument of our infamy, recorded by 
Moses, who first penned the original of humanity, “ It repented 
the Lord that he had made man on the earth, and it grieved 
him at his heart?”’ (Gen. vi. 6.) 

Thirdly, This doctrine is properly efficacious and produc- 
tive of most cheerful and universal obedience. It made the 
prophet call for the commandments of God, and earnestly 
desire to know what he should obey. ‘‘ Thy hands have made 
me and fashioned me: give me understanding that I may learn 
thy commandments.” (Psal. cxix. 73.) By virtue of our first 
production, God hath undeniably absolute dominion over us, 
and consequently there must be due unto him the most exact 
and complete obedience from us. Which reason will appear 
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more convincing, if we consider of all the creatures which 
have been derived from the same fountain of God’s goodness, 
none ever disobeyed his voice but the devil and man. ‘ Mine 
hand,” saith he, “hath laid the foundation of the earth, and 
my right hand hath spanned the heavens; when I call unto 
them they stand up together.” (Isa. xlvili. 13.) The most 
loyal and obedient servants which stand continually before. 
the most illustrious prince are not so ready to receive and 
execute the commands of their sovereign lord, as all the hosts 
of heaven and earth to attend upon the will of their Creator. 
“ Lift up your eyes on high, and behold who hath created these 
things, that bringeth out their hosts by number: he calleth 
them all by names, by the greatness of his might, for that he 
is strong in power, not one faileth,” (Isa. xl. 26.) but every 
one maketh his appearance, ready pressed to observe the de- 
signs of their commander-in-chief. Thus the Lord commanded 
and ‘“‘they fought from heaven, the stars in their courses fought 
against Sisera.” (Judg. v. 20.) He “ commanded the ravens to 
feed Elias, and they brought him bread and flesh in the morn- 
ing, and bread and flesh in the evening ;” (1 Kings xvii. 4. 6.) 
and so one prophet lived merely upon the obedience of the 
fowls of the air. He spake to the devouring whale, “and it 
vomited out Jonah upon the dry land;” (Jonah ii. 10.) and so 
another prophet was delivered from the jaws of death by the 
obedience of the fishes of the sea. Do we not read of “fire 
and hail, snow and vapour, stormy wind, fulfilling his word ?” 
(Psal. cxlviil. 8.) Shall there be a greater coldness in man 
than in the snow? More vanity in us than in a vapour? More 
inconstancy than in the wind? If the universal obedience of 
the creature to the will of the Creator cannot move us to the 
same affection and desire to serve and please him, they will 
all conspire to testify against us and condemn us, when God 
shall call unto them saying, ‘‘ Hear, O heavens, and give ear, O 
earth, for the Lord hath spoken: I have nourished and brought 
up children, and they have rebelled against me.” (Isa. 1. 2.) 
Lastly, The creation of the World is of most necessary me- 
ditation for the consolation of the servants of God in all the 
variety of their conditions ; ‘ Happy is he whose hope-is in 
the Lord his God, which made heaven and earth, the sea, and 
all that therein is.” (Psal. cxlvi. 5, 6.) This happiness con- 
sisteth partly in a full assurance of his power to secure us, his 
ability to satisfy us. ‘‘ The earth is the Lord’s, and the fulness 
thereof, the world and they that dwell therein. For he hath 
founded it upon the seas, and established it upon the floods.” 
(Psal. xxiv. 1, 2.) By virtue of the first production he hath a 
perpetual right unto, and power to dispose of, all things: and 
he who can order and dispose of all, must necessarily be es- 
teemed able to secure and satisfy any creature. “ Hast thou 
not known, hast thou not heard, that the everlasting God, the 


MAKER OF HEAVEN AND EARTH. 103 


Lord, the Creator of the ends of the earth, fainteth not, neither 
is weary ?” (Isa. xl. 28.) There is no external resistance or op- 
position where Omnipotency worketh, no internal weakness or 
defection of power where the Almighty ts the agent ; and con- 
sequently there remaineth a full and firm persuasion of his 
ability in all conditions to preserve us. Again, this happiness 
consisteth partly in a comfortable assurance, arising from this 
meditation, of the will of God to protect and succour us, of his 
desire to preserve and bless us. ‘‘ My help cometh from the 
Lord, who made heaven and earth: he will not suffer thy foot 
to be moved,” (Psal. cxxi. 2, 3.) saith the prophet David; at 
once expressing the foundation of his own expectancy and our 
security. ‘‘ God will not despise the work of his hands,” (Job 
x. 3.) neither will he suffer the rest of his creatures to do the 
least injury to his own image. ‘Behold (saith he,) I have 
created the smith that bloweth the coals in the fire, and that 
bringeth forth an instrument for his work. No weapon that is 
formed against thee shall prosper. This is the heritage of the 
servants of the Lord.” (Isa. liv. 16, 17.) 

Wherefore to conclude our explication of the first Article, 
and to render a clear account of the last part thereof; that 
every one may understand what it is [ intend, when I make 
confession of my faith in the Maker of Heaven and Earth, 1 do 
truly profess, that I really believe, and am fully persuaded, 
that both heaven and earth and all things contained in them 
have not their being of themselves, but were made in the be- 
ginning ; that the manner by which all things were made was 
by mediate or immediate creation; so that antecedently to 
all things beside, there was at first nothing but God, who 
produced most part of the World merely out of nothing, and 
the rest out of that which was formerly made of nothing. 
This I believe was done by the most free and voluntary act 
of the will of God, of which no reason can be alleged, no 
motive assigned, but his goodness; performed by the deter- 
mination of his will at that time which pleased him, most 
probably within one hundred and thirty generations of men, 
most certainly within not more than six, or at farthest seven, 
thousand years. I acknowledge this God, Creator of the 
World, to be the same God who is the Father of our Lord 
Jesus Christ: and in this full latitude, I BELIEVE 1N Gop 
THE FarHER ALMIGHTY, MAKER OF HEAVEN AND EARTH. 


104 


ARTICLE II. 
And in Jesus Christ, his only Son, our Lord. 


THE second Article of the Crexp presents unto us, as the 
object of our faith, the second person of the blessed Trinity ; 
that as in the Divinity there is nothing intervening between 
the Father and the Son, so that immediate union might be 
perpetually expressed by a constant conjunction in our Chris- 
tian confession. And that upon no less authority than of 
“the Author and Finisher of our Faith,” (Heb. xii. 2.) who in 
the persons of the apostles gave this command to us, “Ye 
believe in God, believe also in me.” (John xiv. 1.) Nor 
speaketh he this of himself, but from the Father who sent 
him: for “this is his commandment, that we should believe 
on the name of his Son Jesus Christ.” (1 John ii. 23.) Ac- 
cording therefore to the Son’s prescription, the Father’s in- 
junction, and the sacramental institution, as we are baptized, 
so do we* believe in the name of the Father, and the Son. 

Our blessed Saviour is here represented under a threefold 
description: first, by his nomination, as Jesus Christ; secondly, 
by his generation, as the only Son of God; thirdly, by his do- 
minion, as our Lord. 

But when I refer Jesus Christ to the nomination of our 
Saviour, because he is in the Scriptures promiscuously and 
indifferently sometimes called Jesus, sometimes Christ, I would 
be understood so as not to make each of them equally, or in 
like propriety, his name. ‘ His name was called Jesus, which 
was so named of the angel before he was conceived in the 
womb :” (Luke ii. 21.) “ who is a/so called Christ,” (Matt.1. 16.) 
not by+ name, but by office and title. Which observation, 
seemingly trivial, is necessary for the full explication of this 
part of the Article: for by this distinction we are led unto a 
double notion, and so resolve our faith into these two proposi- 
tions, ‘I believe there was and is a man, whose name was ac-~ 
tually, and is truly in the most high importance, Jesus, the 
Saviour of the world.’ ‘I believe the man who bare that name 


* <Eadem regula veritatis docet nos 
credere post Patrem etiam in Filium Dei, 
Christum Jesum, Dominum Deum nos- 
trum, sed Dei Filium ; hujus Dei qui et 
unus et solus est, conditor scilicet rerum 
omnium.’ Novat. de Trinit. c. 9. 

+*Si tamen nomen est Christus, et 
non appellatio potius ; Unctus enim sig- 
nificatur. Unctus autem non magis no- 
men est, quam vestitus, quam calceatus, 
accidens nomini res.’ Tertull. adv. Prax. 
c. 28. ‘Quorum nominum alterum est 
proprium, quod ab Angelo impositum est ; 


alterum accidens, quod ab unctione con- 
venit.” Ibid. ‘ Christus commune digni- 
tatis est nomen, Jesus proprium vocabu- 
lum Salvatoris.’ S. Hieron.in Matt. xvi. 
90. ‘Jesus inter homines nominatur ; 
nam Christus non proprium nomen est, sed 
nuncupatio potestatis et regni.’ Lactan. 
de ver. Sap. 1. iv. c. 7 ‘Dum dicitur 
Christus, commune nomen dignitatis est ; 
dum Jesus Christus, proprium vocabulum 
Salvatoris est.’ Isidor. Orig. 1. vil. c. 2. 
"Ingots narsiras pepwpews. S. Cyril. Cu- 
tech. 10, 
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to be the Christ, that is, the Messtas promised of old by God, 
and expected by the Jews.’ | 

For the first, it is undoubtedly the proper name of our Sa- 
viour, given unto him, according to the custom of the Jews, at 
his circumcision: and as the Baptist was called John, even so 
the Christ was called Jesus. Beside, as the imposition was 
after the vulgar manner, so was the name itself of ordinary 
use. We read in the Scriptures of “ Jesus which was called 
Justus,” a fellow-worker with St. Paul; (Col. iv. 11.) and of 
a “certain sorcerer, a Jew, whose name was* Barjesus,” 
(Acts xiii. 6.) that is, the son of Jesus. Josephus, in his His- 
tory, mentioneth one Jesus the son of Ananus, another the son 
of Saphates, a third the son of Judas, slain in the temple: 
and many of the high-priests, or priests, were called by that 
name; as the son of Damneus, of Gamaliel, of Onias, of 
Phabes, and of Thebuth. Ecclesiasticus is called the Wisdom 
of Jesus the son of Sirach, and that Sirach the son of another 
Jesus. St. Stephen speaks of the “tabernacle of witness 
brought in with Jesus into the possession of the Gentiles ;” 
(Acts vii. 44, 45.) and the Apostle in his explication of those 
words of David, ‘‘'To-day if you will hear his voice,” (Psal. 
xcv. 7.) observeth that, “if Jesus had given them rest, then 
would he not afterwards have spoken of another day.” (Heb. 
iv. 8.) Which two Scriptures being undoubtedly understood 
of Joshua, the son of Nun, teach us as infallibly that Jesus is 
the same name with Joshua. Which being at the first} impo- 
sition in the full extent of pronunciation Jehoshua, in process 
of time contracted to Jeshuah, by the omission of the last 
letter (strange and difficult to other languages), and by the 
addition of the Greek termination, became Jesus. 

Wherefore it will be necessary, for the proper interpretation 
of Jesus, to look back upon the first that bare that name, who 
was the son of Nun, of the tribe of Ephraim, the successor of 
Moses, and so named by him, as it 1s written, “and Moses 
called Oshea, the son of Nun, Jehoshuah.” (Num. xiii. 16.) 
His first name, then, imposed at his circumcision, was Oshea, 
or Hoshea; the same with the name of the ‘son of Azaziah, 
ruler of Ephraim,” (1 Chron. xxvii. 20.) of the “son of Elah, 
king of Israel,” (2 Kings xvii. 1.) of the “son of Beeri, the 
prophet :” (Hos. i. 1.) and the interpretation of this. first name 


-* 


**¢ Habuit et Judea quosdam Jesus, 
quorum vacuis gloriatur vocabulis. Illa 
enim nec lucent, nec pascunt, nec me- 
dentur.’ Bernard. in Cant. Serm. xv. 


+ First yunn as generally in the books 
of Moses, in Joshua, Judges, Samuel, the 
Kings, yea even in Haggai and Zecha- 
riah: then contracted into yw*, as in the 
1 Chron. xxiv. 11. 2 Chron. xxxi. 15. and 
constantly in Ezra and Nehemiah. Next 


the last letter y was but lightly pro- 
nounced, as appears by the Greek trans- 
Jation, 1 Chron. vil. 27. where pwn is 
rendered in the Roman and Alexandrian 
copies ‘Incové, in the Aldus and Complu- 
tensian editions Iwenz, and by Eusebius, 
who expresseth it truer than those copies, 
Iwrové. At last y was. totally left out 
both in the pronunciation and the writing, 
and the whole name of Joshua contracted. 
to Ww. 
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Hoshea* is Saviour. Now we must not imagine this to be} ne 
mutation, neither must we look upon it as a {total alteration, 
but observe it as a change not trivial or §inconsiderable. 
And being Hoshea was a name afterwards used by some, and 
Jehoshua, as distinct, by dthers, it will necessarily follow, 
there was some difference between these two names; and it 
will be fit to inquire what was the addition, and in what the 
force of the alteration doth consist. 

First, therefore, we observe that all the original letters in 
the name || Hoshea are preserved in that of Joshua; from 
whence it 1s evident, that this alteration was not made by a 
verbal mutation, as when Jacob was called Israel, nor by any 
literal change, as when Sarai was named Sarah, nor yet by 
diminution or mutilation; but by addition, as when Abram 


* < Osee in lingua nostra Salvatorem 
sonat, quod nomen habuit etiam Josue 
filius Nun, antequam ei a Deo vocabulum 
mutaretur.’ S. Hier. in Osee, c. i. 1. et 
1]. i. adv. Jovinianum, col. 474. I read 
indeed of other interpretations among the 
Greeks, no good expositors of the Hebrew 
names : as in an ancient MS. of the LXX. 
Translation of the Prophets, now in the 
library of Cardinal Barberini, at the be- 
ginning of Hosea, ‘eng, Avarovpsevos, and 
again, ‘Qoné, cerwrprtvog, 1 cvonsdlwv. (Of 
which the first and last are far from the 
original: and the middle agreeable with 
the root, not with the conjugation, as 
being deduced from yw* not in Niphal, 
but in Hiphil.)- And in another MS. of 
the Prophets in the King’s Library at St. 
James’s, ‘Qoni, cuafov, % pvaag, and 
again, ‘Qené, Ep. cwldev0s, which is the 
interpretation inserted into Hesychius ; 
in whom for ’Qciip we must read ‘Qoné 
and so I suppose Salmasius intended it, 
though the Holland edition hath made 
his emendation ’Qcxé. 

+ As the Samaritan Pentateuch makes 
it the same name, which he was first 
named, and which he had afterwards ; 
as if Moses had only called Oshea, Oshea. 

+ So Justin Martyr speaks of Hosea 
AS peETovoKATIiVTCS TH Inccd dviuart. And 
comparing it with that alteration of Ja- 
cob’s name: 70 éwravunov lana rH “Irgaiinr 
zmimandtvrs 2960n, nal to Avot dvopna “Incods 
émexanOn* where, to pass by his mistake in 
supposing him first named Israel, and 
after called Jacob, he makes the altera- 
tion of Hosea to Joshua equal to that of 
Jacob to Israel. Dial. cum Tryph. p. 
300. 334. 338. 340. The reason whereof 
was the Greek version of the name, who 
for Hoseah translated it Adcfis: éravouace 
Mwucte roy Aion vidv Navi, Incoty, Numb. 
xiii. 16. ‘Dum Moysi successor desti- 
naretur Auses filius Nave, transfertur 
certe de pristino nomine, et incipit vocari 


Jesus. Tertull. adv. Jud. c. 9. et adv. 
Marcion.1.iii.c.16. ‘ Igitur Moyses his 
administratis Ausem quendam nomine 
preponens populo, qui eos revocaret ad 
patriam terram.’ §$. Clem. Rom. 1. i. 
Recogn. §. 38. ‘ Qui cum primum Auses 
vocaretur, Moses jussit eum Jesum vo- 
cari.” Lactan. de vera Sap. |. iv. c. 17. 
Ov wedrepoy yory (Mwiictic) rev avrov Sado- 
Nov rH Tov ‘Inood uexenuetvoy weornyopla, dV6~ 
fears 36 Erépw TH Aton, daep of yewhoavres 
wire TéOEwras, xadovpeevoy, “Ingov a’Tog dya- 
yoetves, Luseb. Eccl. Hist.1.i. c. 3. Thus 
was the Hosea something disguised by 
Auses, and was farther estranged yet by 
those who frequently called him Naveiig, 
as Euseb. Demonstr. Evang. |. v. c. 17. 
thrice. 

§ This Justin Martyr charges upon the 
Jews as neglected by them, and affirms 
the reason why they received not Jesus 
for the Christ, was their not observing 
the alteration of Hosea, into Joshua or 
Jesus: Atcohy xarovmrzvoy “Incoty Mwoiig txa= 
Agere, TOTO CL ov EnTEig OY Hv aiviay éqroincey, 
ov amroeers, ovdEe pidowevereic, Tomyagcdy Ag- 
AnOé ce 6 Xpioris, rat dvayryvoonwy ob cvving. 
Diul. cum Tryph. p. 340. And whereas 
they spake much of the change made in 
the names of Abram and Sarai, which 
were but of a letter, they took no notice 
of this total alteration of the name; so 
he: Asa th pev EY Ada mentw aporerEgn 
70 "ABpacpe ovduars Seoroyeic, nat uae rt ey 
pa Ta) SA ppas avorare oprolwc nopemonroyete 3 Stee 
vb 08 TO Marpodey dome To AvoH 7H vid Navi 
OAov ETaveudara TH Incod, ov Cnreig ; ibid. 
Where, to pass by the vulgar mistake of 
the Greeks, who generally deliver the ad- 
dition of a in the name of Abraham, and 
pin the name of Sarah, when the first 
was an addition of 7, the second a change 
of * into m, he would make that of Hosea 
into Jesus a far more considerable altera- 
tion than that of Abraham, or of Sarah. 

|| yen yun 
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was called Abraham. Secondly, it must be confessed that 
there is but one literal addition, and that of that letter which is 
most frequent in the Hebrew names: but being thus solemnly 
added by Moses, upon so remarkable an occasion as the view- 
ing of the land of Canaan was, and that unto a name already 
known, and after used; it cannot be thought to give any less 
than a *present designation of his person to be a Saviour of 
the people, and future certainty of salvation included in his 
name unto the Israelites by his means. Thirdly, though the 
number of the letters be augmented actually but to one, yet it 
is not improbable that another may be virtually added, and in 
the signification understood. For being the first letter of 
Hoshea will not endure a duplication, and if the same letter 
were to be added, one of them must be absorbed ; it is possi- 
ble another of the same might be by Moses intended, and one 
of them suppressed. If then unto the name Hoshea we join 
one of the titles of God, which is Jah, there will result from 
both, by the custom of that Hebrew tongue, Jehoshua, and so 
not only the +instrumental, but also the original cause of the 


* For it may well be thought that * is 
added to make the name yw the same 
with the third person of the future in 
Hiphil, yon’. For although 4 the cha- 
racteristical letter of the conjugation 
Hiphil be excluded in the future tense, 
and so the regular word be yw» fre- 
quently in use ; yet sometimes it is ex- 
pressed, as it is used, 1 Sam. xvii. 47. 
mm yuan mma) aaa RD And all the 
assembly shall know that the Lord saveth 
(or will save) not with sword and spear: 
and Psal. cxvi. 6. yur 1 smbot I was 
brought low, and he helped me. And al- 
though there be another‘ in the future 
than in the name, yet being it is also 
found sometimes with the lesser Chiric, 
and so without the latter *, or without 


any Chiric at all, as frequently with the - 


addition of 5, yun, there is no reason, 
but yunm, the name of the son of Nun, 
may be of the same force, as consisting 
of the same letters with the third person 
of the future in Hiphil. Again, being » 
added to the future, as formative thereof, 
stands in the place of 3 (for the avoiding 
of confusion with } conjunctive) which is 
nothing else than the abbreviation of 
xT, we may well assign at least this em- 
phasis to the mutation which Moses 
made: that whereas before there was 
nothing but salvation barely in his name, 
now there is no less than he shall save in 
which the xin or * is a peculiar designa- 
tion of the person, and the shall or tense 
a certainty of the futurition. Thus will 
the design of Moses appear to be nothing 
else but a prediction or confirmation of that 
which was not before, but by way of de- 


sire or omination ; and this only by chang- 
ing the imperative into the future, yuin 
serva, the expectation of the people, into 
yon servabit, the ratification of Moses. 

+ So did the ancients understand it: 
to the Greeks Jesus is cwrhgiov Ocov, to the 
Latins, Salvator Dei. So Eusebius De- 
monstr. Evang. 1. iv. ad finem. “Emel 3¢ 
cwrheroy Oeov eg Thy “EAAdSA pwviy 79 TOD 
"Ingold petadnpSév sroua onpratver. “Iroue 
peev yae map “ECpatoig corneia, vide 3¢ Navi 
mage Tos avToig Iwrove svoudleras* Iwcove 
dE Eri “law cwrngia, ToT Err, O£0 cwrTh- 
esoy, Where nothing can be more cer- 
tain than that ‘laa is taken for the name 
of God, and ‘law cwrngia, together, the sal- 
vation of God. And yet Theophylact has 
strangely mistaken it, Matt. i. 1. To “In- 
wos dvome ody “EAAnuxdy Err, AA’ “EBeat- 
Koy, Epranveveras 08 owrhe, law yae h cwrnpla 
map “EReatoe Aéyerat* which words seem 
plainly to signify that Jesus is interpreted 
Saviour, because “lew in the Hebrew 
tongue signifieth salvation. I confess the 
words may be strained to the same sense 
with those of Eusebius, but not without 
some force, and contrary to what he 
seemeth to intend. Especially consider- 
ing those which followed him in the same 
mistake, as Moschopulus sept oxeday, 
p- 6.  “Incote dard rod "Iam ylverat, 0 SnAor 
wap “EBpaing tiv cwrnelave Whereas Tad 
in Eusebius is certainly no other than 
mn, and “Ioovd than myw', and so ‘Iwzoue 
contracted of “lad "Iroud, the salvation of 
God. Nor is this only the opinion of 
Eusebius, but of St. Jerome, a man much 
better acquainted with the Hebrew lan- 
guage; who on the first chapter of Hosea, 
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Jews’ deliverance will be found expressed in one word: as if 
Moses had said, ‘This is the person by whom God will save 
his people from their enemies.’ | 

Now being we have thus declared that Jesus is the same 
name with Joshua; being the name of Joshua was first imposed 
by divine designation, as a certain prediction of the fulfilling 
to the Israelites, by the person which bare the name, all which 
was signified by the name; being Jesws was likewise named 
by a more immediate imposition from heaven, even by the mi- 
nistration of an angel: it followeth, that we believe he was in- 
fallibly designed by God to perform unto the sons of men 
whatsoever 1s implied in his nomination. As therefore in 
Hoshea there was expressed salvation, in Joshua at least was 
added the designation of that single person to save, with cer- 
tainty of preservation, and probably even the name of God, 
by whose appointment and power he was made a Saviour; so 
shall we find the same in Jesus. Inthe first salutation, the 
angel Gabriel told the blessed Virgin, she should “conceive 
in her womb, and bring forth a son, and should call his name 
Jesus.” (Luke i. 31.) In the dream of Joseph the angel of 
the Lord informed him not only of the nomination, but of the 
interpretation or etymology;* “thou shalt call his -name 
Jesus, for he shall save his people from their sins.” (Matt. 
i. 21.) In which words is clearly expressed the designation of 
the person He, and the futurition of salvation certain by him, 
He shall save. Beside that other addition of the name of God, 
propounded in Joshua as probable, appeareth here in some 
degree above probability, and that for two reasons. First, 
_ Because it is not barely said that He, but as the original raiseth 
it, He himself shall save.t Joshua saved Israel not by his own 
power, not of himself, but God by him; neither saved he his 
own people, but the people of God: whereas Jesus himself, by 
his own power, the power of God, shall save his own people, 
the people of God. Well therefore may we understand the 
interpretation of his name to be God the Saviour. Secondly, 
Immediately upon the prediction of the name of Jesus, and 
the interpretation given by the angel, the evangelist expressly 
observeth, “ All this was done that it might be fulfilled which 
was spoken of the Lord by the prophet saying, Behold, a vir- 


shewing that Joshua had first the same 
mame with that of the prophet, saith: 
‘Non enim (ut male in Grecis codicibus 
legitur et Latinis) Ause dictus est, quod 
nihil omnino intelligitur, sed Osee, id est, 
Salvator: et additum est ejus nomini Do- 
minus, ut Salvator Domini diceretur.’ 
Comment. in Osee, c.i. 1. col. 9. What 
then was it but m* the Dominus added to 
his name? For as in the name of Esaias, 
St. Jerome acknowledges the addition of 
the name of God: ‘ Interpretatur autem 


Esaias, Salvator Domini :? Comment. in Is. 
c.i..1. col. 2. in the same manner did he 
conceive it in the name of Joshua, only 
with this difference, that in the one it 
begins, in the other it concludes the name. 

* « Jesus Hebreo Sermone Salvator di- 
citur. Etymologiam ergo nominis ejus 
Evangelista signavit, dicens, Vocabis no- 
men ejus Jesum, quia ipse salvum faciet: 
populum suum.’ §S. Hier. Comment. in: 
Matt. c. i. 21. col. 587. 

+ Avro¢, ipse. 
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gin shall be with child, and shall bring forth a son, and they 
shall call his name Emmanuel, which being interpreted is God 
with us.” (Matt. 1. 22, 23.) Several ways have been invented 
to shew the fulfilling of that prophecy, notwithstanding our 
Saviour was not called Emmanuel; but none can certainly ap- 
pear more proper, than that the sense of Emmanuel should be 
comprehended in the name of Jesus: and what else is God 
with us, than God our Saviour? Well therefore hath the 
evangelist conjoined* the prophet and the angel, asserting 
Christ was therefore named Jesus, because it was foretold he 
should be called Emmanuel, the angelical God the Saviour being 
in the highest propriety the prophetical God with us. 

_ However, the constant Scripture interpretation of this name 
is Saviour. So said the angel of the Lord to the amazed 
shepherds, ‘‘ Unto you is born this day in the city of David a 
Saviour which is Christ the Lord.” (Luke ii. 11.) So St. Paul 
to the Jews and Gentile proselytes at Antioch, ‘‘ Of this man’s 
seed hath God, according to his promise, raised unto Israel a 
Saviour, Jesus.” (Acts xiii. 23.) Which explication of this sa- 
cred name was not more new or strange unto the world, than 
was the name itself so often used before. For the ancient 
Greciaris usually gave it at first as a title to their gods,t whom 


* Bartseis icagiOuoug svayyeriorod at 
mpodhrou pnoesc, preOeganvevdueevev ye TO Es” 
TARY 6 O£0G, 0 ort cwTngia TOU AaOv, TO META 
Sova Sermirny Euiroyweetv. Andreas Cre= 
tensis in Circumc. p.50. ed. Combef. 1644. 

+ Jupiter, the chief of them, was most 
usually worshipped under this title. Eu- 
ripides makes Amphitryo sitting by his 
altar, which Hercules had built: Baseav 
uabie révde Zwriipos Ass. Here. Fur. 48, 
And Aristophanes introduces Bacchus 
swearing Ny Tov Alia tov Swriipa, Plut. 878. 
as if it were the familiar oath among the 
Athenians, as well it might be, he having 
his temple in their Pireeum, as Strabo 
testifieth, ]. ix. p. 606. al. 396. (where 
Demosthenes by virtue of a decree was 
to build him an altar. Plut. in Vit. De- 
mosth, §. #@’.) and his porch in the city, 
which was called indeed vulgarly oi 
"EAguvepiou Atte rod, yet wasit also named 
Tov Swrieos, as Harpocration and Hesy- 
chius have observed. “Ors 32 émiyéyearrras 
Mev Zwrhe, dvodderat 38 nal ’EAsuSéeios, 
SnAct nal Mévavdeoss so the first. Tay 
Mndoy expuydvtes iSpycavro tov ’EAgvOégsoy 
Ala, rovroy Sé Zvo8 xat Lorie pac so the 
latter. As in their oaths, so in their 
feasts they mentioned him always at the 
third cup. Tov prev medrov Aids ’OAvgeerion 
ual Oeav Orugeriov Ergyov, rov dé Sevregoy 
ipwwy, Tov d€ reirov Lorriipos, sub. Asdge which 
is omitted in Hesychius, as appears out 
of Atheneus, I. ii. c. 2. and xv.c. 5. And 
especially that of Alexis the comedian : 


———’ AAN’ Ey xE0v 

AvTH Aids ye Thyde ZwrHeos? Vea 

Ovnroig AmavTwY YenTpALorAToG TOAU 

“O Zeds 6 Swrnp.— Athen. |. xv. c. 146 
Pausanias in Corinthiacis, Messenicis, La-~ 
conicis et Arcadicis, mentions several sta- 
tues and temples anciently dedicated to 
Jupiter, éwixancw Swrips. Of which title 
Cornutus in his book De natura Deorum 
gives this account : Kara tov yewavra toms 
nal rds cote & yena, ual rod Asoo evrevdev 
Zwrheog eivat Agyorévov. . And though this 
title was so generally given to Jupiter, 
as that Hesychius expounds Swi, 6 Zeve, 
yet was it likewise attributed to the other 
gods: as Herodotus relates how the Gre- 
cians in their naval war against the Per- 
sians made their vows Moceidéou Lwriipt, 
and that they preserved the title to Nep- 
tune in his days, 1. vii. c. 192. And Ar- 
temidorus takes notice that Castor and 
Pollux are taken for the @so Swriees, 
whom the poem, bearing the name of 
Orpheus to Museus, calls, v. 21. 

Msyarous creas, 6400 Asoo apbira Téxvas 
as the hymn of Homer, v. 6.: 

Lwriipag Tene matdag emixOovieoy avOgumray, 

7 Quvwdgwy Te veaiy— 
and Theocritus in the Idyllion on them, 
v. 6. 

'avOpdmav cwriiens tat Evgod non eovraw. 
Hence Lucian in. Alexandro useth it as 
their constant title, aAcfixane “Heamacic, 
nat Zed amorpomase, xal Arcoxovpor cwrnges, 
Neither have we mention of the title only, 
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after any remarkable preservations they styled saviours, and 
under that notion built temples, and consecrated altars to them. 
Nor did they rest with their mistaken piety, but made it stoop 
unto their baser flattery, calling those men their saviours* for 
whom they seemed to have as great respect and honour as for 


their gods. 


Nor does it always signify so much as that it may not be 
attributed to man: for even in the Scriptures the Judges of 


Israel were called no less than their saviours. 


«When the 


children of Israel cried unto the Lord, the Lord raised up a 


but of the original and occasion of it. 
For when Castor and Pollux thrust the 
sons of Theseus out of Athens, and made 
Menestheus king, he gave them first this 
name: %a TavTa mpwroc 6 Mever Gere dvaxrag 
eral cwrhpas avopace, Atlian. Var. Hist. 
1. 4. c. 5. Beside these, we read in the 
ancient inscriptions: “AcxAnmis Osa Swrher 
and again: “AcxAnmis nal ‘Yyeia Swriert. 
For as they had their female deities, so 
did they attribute this title to their god- 
desses, and that both in the masculine 
and the feminine gender. As to Venus, 
*Apeoditn @8a Tavayatw nat Swrnes to 
Diana, ’Aeréuids Swreiet, as the same col- 
lection of inscriptions hath it. Thus Phe- 
recrates, “Hyovpsda vig wonews eves TavTas 
Zwrieas, and Sophocles, Tixn ye rag 
swig. Cd. Tyr. 80. Thus the epigram 
extant in Suidas, 

Dmerpopos, w Saree, em) Tarrddos ioract 

HANCaY, 

 AprEmIi— 
OUey Ferry uduetvey coriien nat ddre<inanoy 
meornyoesvev. Theodoret. Serm. viii. 595. of 
Hercules. The Bzenses, an ancient peo- 
ple in Peloponnesus, "Aprepew svopedouct 
Lwrerpav. Paus. in Laconicis, c. 22. fin. Her 
temple and statue in the city Troszen was 
built'and named by Theseus at his safe re- 
turn from Crete. The Megarenses pre- 
served by her from the Persians, éat Tose 
gwreieag ayahue emomrayro Apréidos? and 
upon the same occasion another of the 
same bigness set up at Page. Idem. But 
this title especially was given to Minerva. 
BHrevga h AOnva wage rors EdAncw. Hesych. 
"Boat yap AOhynes Sarerpa Asyoem, H wat 
Svovex. Schol. Aristoph. in Ranas, 381. Aris- 
totle in his will obliged Nicanor toa dedi- 
cation, Ail cwriipt nat “Adaya oowreipn. Luert. 
in Vit. Aristot. 1. v. p. 117. And in gene- 
ral they invocated God under the notion 
of w7ip, as Plato in Timo: Osdy 0 ual 
viv bor? dex TeV AEyoreven cwriipa EE aromrov 
wat ahBoug Sinynotws Weig To THY sinoTOY 
Sbyun Sarwle neds Ermarsodmevol, TAA 
don oueda Agyey. p. 541. 

* This was the constant title of the 
first Ptolemy, the son of Lagus, given to 
him by the Rhodians. “Ovomara rtv i 


ware Th avTe roreuatot odiow, adAAn 3s 
Emiudnoig dAcw* nat yep Didomehropn arovct, 
ual DiNadEAHoy ErEpoy, Tov 3é TOU Adyou cwripa, 
mapadiyvrwy “Podiav To dvoua. Paus. Atticis, 
c. vill. 6. Which name first given him 
by the Rhodians was no way expressed 
in his usage of the Syrians, as is observed 
by Josephus: @¢ ual iv Xueiav &@acay 
vmd Tirokeuatou tov Aayow cwrheos tore 
Kpamartilovreg +e Evayria wadely arod rH 
émimaicer. Antig. Jud. 1. xii.c. 1. This 
was so familiar, that Tertullian useth the 
title instead of the name. ‘ Post eum 
(sc. Alexandrum) regnavit illic in Alex- 
andria Soter annis 35.’ Adv. Jude@os. c. 
8. Thus Antigonus was first called by 
the Greeks their Evegyérne, or benefactor, 
then Lwrig, or saviour: ov pedvov ExplOn gag’ 
aurcy Toy xateov Evepyérng, adad nal werdr- 
Aafac, Swrne. Polyb. l.v.c. 9. Thus we 
read of Demetrius, who restored the Athe- 
nians to their liberty: davexporncay nal 
Boaires exérevoy doroBaivery rev Anpenrpiov, 
Lwriien wal Evepyérny avayopetiovres. Plut. 
in Vita, c. ix. And not only so, but num- 
bered Demetrius and Antigonus among 
their Dii Soteres; and instead of their an- 
nual archon, whose name they used in 
their distinction of years, they created a 
priest of these Dii Soteres, as the same 
author testifieth : medvor 38 Sweiipag avé- 
yparLav Seoig, nal rov emdvuproy ual maresov 
apKovra nararavcavres, tepta Sarheay ey et- 
porévouv xad” Exacrov éurautoy. c. x. Appian 
relates of Demetrius that he received this 
title from the Babylonians.  Tinepyoy 
ETravVirT a prevoy ayEAGW, Hal TAAAL ovnewsg THig 
Bapuarwvos hyovpevov, >’ w nal Swrde apba- 
prtvov rév Babvacviwy avodcin. De Bell. 
Syriac. c. 47. Lucian’s mistake in his 
Salutation tells us of “Avtioxos 6 Swrie, 
and Appian gives us the routing of the 
Gauls as the cause of that title: 09 xat 
Swrne emenandn Tararas ex vig Eveomrng &5 
wy "Acta EuBardvrag Zeracag. Ib. c. 65. 
And in process of time this title grew so 
customary and familiar, that the Sicilians 
bestowed it upon Verres their oppressor. 
‘ Itaque illum non solum patronum istius 
insule, sed etiam Sotera inscriptum vidi 
Syracusis,’ says Cicero, 4. Verr. c. 63. 
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deliverer to the children of Israel, who delivered them, even 
Othniel the son of Kenaz.” (Judg. i. 9.) And again, “‘ When 
they cried unto the Lord, the Lord raised them up a deliverer, 
Ehud the son of Gera.” (Judg. ii. 15.) Where, though in our 
translation we call Othniel and Ehud deliverers, yet in the 
original they are plainly termed saviours.* 

Now what the full import and ultimate sense of the title of 
saviour might be, seemed not easy to the ancients: and the 
bestt of the Latins thought the Greek word so pregnant and 
comprehensive, that the Latin tongue had no single word able 
to express it. 

But whatsoever notion the heathen had of their gods or men 
which they styled saviours, we know this name belongeth unto 
Christ in a more sublime and peculiar manner. “ Neither is 
there salvation in any other; for there is none other name under 
heaven given among men whereby we must be saved.” (Actsiv.12.) 

It remaineth therefore that we should explain how and for 
what reason Christ truly is, and properly is called, our Saviour. 
First, then, I conceive, one sufficient cause of that appellation 


* Heb. Sxow* 925 yun min opy 
nyu. So the Septuagint clearly: Kai 
hyewe uverog Swrien TH lopana, nal Ecwoey 
avrovg, Tov ToSouna vioy Keveg> Qui suscita- 
vit eis Salvatorem, et liberavit eos, Othoniel. 
Again: xab iiyesee udetos adtoig Swriiga Toy 
"Awd, vidv Mngt Qui suscitavit Salvatorem 
vocabulo Aioth, filium Gera. Vet. Transl. 
Upon which place St. Augustin notes : 
‘ Animadvertendum est autem quod Sal- 
vatorem dicat etiam hominem, per quem 
Deus salvos faciat.’ Quest. 1. vii. c. 18. 

+ So Cicero in the place before cited, 
having said he saw Verres inscribed So- 
tera, goes on: ‘ Hoc quantum est? ita 
magnum, ut Latino uno verbo exprimi 
non possit.’ But though in Cicero’s time 
there was no Latin word used in that 
sense ; yet not long after it was familiar. 
For as in the Greek inscriptions we read 
often dedications Ali Swriet so in the La- 
tin we find often Jovi Servatori, or Conserva- 
tori, sometimes Jovi Salvatori, or Salutari: 
all which are nothing else but the Latin ex- 
pressions of the Greek inscriptions. And 
without question 2wr%e might have been 


rendered Sospitator, and even Sospes, as it — 


was used in the days of Ennius. ‘ Sospes, 
salvus: Ennius tamen sospitem pro serva- 
tore posuit.’ Festus. Neitherindeed could 
the Sicilians mean any more of Verres, by 
the wordSotera,than Tully spake of himself, 
when he styled himself Servatorem Reipub. 
Pro Planc.c.36. At least Tacitus did con- 
ceive that Conservator is as much as Soter, 
when speaking of Milichus, who detected 
the conspiracies to Nero, he saith: ‘ Mi- 
lichus premiis ditatus Conservatoris sibi 
nomen, Greco ejus rei vocabulo, assum- 


psit.’ Annal. |. xv.c. 71. He took to him- 
self the name of Conservator, in a Greek 
word which signifies so much: and without 
question that must be Swrhe. However, 
the first Christians of the Latin Church 
were some time in doubt what word to use 
as the constant interpretation of Zwrie, so 
frequent and essential to Christianity. 
Tertullian useth Salutificator, or, as some 
books read it, Salvificator : ‘ Ergo jam non 
unus Deus, nec unus Salutificator, si duo 
salutis artifices, et utrique alter altero 
indigens.’ De carne Christi, c. 14. and 
shews it was so translated in the Philip- 
pians, iii. 20. ‘ Et quidem de terra in 
celum, ubi nostrum municipatum Philip- 
penses quoque ab Apostolo discunt ; Unde 
et Salutificatorem nostrum exspectamus Jesum 
Christum. De Resur. Carnis, c. 47. St. 
Hilary thought Salutaris a sufficient in- 
terpretation: ‘Est autem Salutaris ipso 
illo nomine quo Jesus nuncupatur. Jesus 
enim secundum Hebraicam linguam Sa- 
lutaris est.’ In Psal. cxviii. St. Augustin 
is indifferent between that and Salvator: 
‘Deus salvos faciendi Dominus est Jesus, 
quod interpretatur Salvator, sive Saluta- 
ris. And so Lactantius. At last they 
generally used the word Salvator. First 
Tertullian: ‘ Christus in illo significaba- 
tur, taurus ob utramque dispositionem : 
aliis ferus,ut Judex,aliis mansuetus,ut Sal- 
vator.’ adv. Marcion. |. iii. c. 18. Which 
word of his was rather followed by his 
imitator St. Cyprian, after whom Arnobius 
used it, after him his disciple Lactantius : 
and from thence it continued the constant 
language of the church, till the late inno- 
vators thrust it out of the Latin translation. 
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to consist in this, that he hath opened and declared unto us 
the only true way for the obtaining eternal salvation, and by 
such patefaction can deserve no less than the name of Saviour. 
For if those apostles and preachers of the Gospel, who received 
the way of salvation from him, which they delivered unto 
others, may be said to save those persons which were converted 
by their preaching; in a far more eminent and excellent man- 
ner must he be said to save them, who first revealed all those 
truths unto them. St. Paul “provoked to emulation them 
which were his flesh, that he might save some of them ;” 
(Rom. xi. 14.) and ‘‘ was made all things to all men, that he 
might by all means save some.” (1 Cor. 1x. 22.) He exhorted 
“Timothy to take heed unto himself, and unto the doctrine, 
and continue in them; for in doing this he should both save 
himself and them that heard him,” (1 Tim. iv. 16.) And 
St. James speaks in more general terms; “ Brethren, if any of 
you do err from the truth, and one convert him; let him know, 
that he which converteth a sinner from the error of his way, 
shall save a soul from death.” (Jam. v. 19, 20.) Now if these 
are so expressly said to save the souls of them which are con- 
verted by the doctrine which they deliver, with much more 
reason must Christ be said to save them, whose ministers they 
are, and in whose name they speak. ‘For it was he which 
‘came and preached peace to them which were afar off, and 
to them that were nigh.” (Eph. 11. 17.) The will of God con- 
cerning the salvation of man was revealed by him. “ No man 
hath seen God at any time: the only-begotten Son, which is 
in the bosom of the Father, he hath declared him.” (Johni. 18.) 
Being then “the Gospel of Christ is the power of God unto 
salvation to every one that believeth,” (Rom. 1. 16.) being they 
which preach it at the command of Christ are said to save 
the souls of such as believe their word, being it was Christ 
alone “ who brought life and immortality to light through the 
Gospel ;” (2 Tim. i. 10.) therefore he must in a most eminent 
and singular manner be acknowledged thereby to save, and 
consequently must not be denied, even in this first respect, the 
title of Saviour. 

Secondly, This Jesus hath not only revealed, but also pro- 
cured, the way of salvation; not only delivered it to us, but 
also wrought it out for us: and so “ God sent his Son into the 
world, that the world through him might be saved.” (John iii. 
17.) We were all concluded under sin, and, being the wages of 
sin is death, we were obliged to eternal punishment, from which 
it was impossible to be freed, except the sin were first remitted. 
Now this is the constant rule, that “without shedding of blood 
is no remission. It was therefore necessary that Christ should. 
appear to put away sin by the sacrifice of himself.” (Heb. ix. 
22, 23. 26.) And so he did, for he “ shed his blood for many, 
for the remission of sins,” (Matt. xxvi. 28.) as himself profess- 
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eth in the sacramental institution : “he bare our sins in his own 
body on the tree,” (1 Pet. ii. 24.) as St. Peter speaks; and so 
in him “ we have redemption through his blood, even the for- 
giveness of sins.” (Col. i. 14.) And if “while we were yet 
sinners, Christ died for us: much more then, being now justi- 
fied by his blood, we shall be saved from wrath by him.” 
(Rom. v. 8, 9.) Again, we were all enemies unto God, and 
having offended him, there was no possible way of salvation, 
but by being reconciled to him. If then we ask the question, | 
as once the Philistines did concerning David, “ Wherewith 
should we reconcile ourselves unto our master?” (1 Sam. xxix. 
4.) We have no other name to answer it but Jesus. For “ God 
was in Christ reconciling the world unto himself, not imputing 
their trespasses unto them.” (2 Cor. v. 19.) And as under the 
law “‘ the blood of the sin-offering was brought into the taber- 
nacle of the congregation to reconcile withal in the holy place ;” 
(Lev. vi. 30.) so it pleased the Father through the Son, “ having 
made peace by the blood of his cross, by him to reconcile all 
things unto himself.” (Col. i. 20.) And thus it comes to pass, 
that us ‘‘ who were enemies in our mind by wicked works, yet 
now hath he reconciled in the body of his flesh through death.” 
(Ibid. 21, 22.) And upon this reconciliation of our persons 
must necessarily follow the salvation of our souls. “ For if 
when we were enemies, we were reconciled unto God by the 
death of his Son: much more being reconciled, we shall be saved 
by his life.” (Rom. v. 10.) Furthermore, we were all at first 
enslaved by sin, and brought into captivity by Satan, neither 
was there any possibility of escape but by way of redemption. 
Now it was the Law of Moses, that if, “any were able, he 
might redeem himself :” (Lev. xxv. 49.) but this to us was im- 
possible, because absolute obedience in all our actions is due 
unto God, and therefore no act of ours can make any satisfac- 
tion for the least offence. Another law gave yet more liberty, 
that he who “was sold might be redeemed again; one of his 
brethren might redeem him.” (Lev. xxv. 48.) But this in respect 
of all the mere sons of men was equally impossible, because 
they were all under the same captivity. Nor could they satisfy 
for others, who were only unable to redeem themselves. Where- 
fore there was no other brother, but that Son of man, which is 
the Son of God, who was like unto us in all things, sin only 
excepted, which could work this redemption for us. And what 
he only could, that he freely did perform. For “the Son of 
man came to give his life a ransom for many :” (Matt. xx. 28.) 
and as he came to give, so he “ gave himself a ransom for all.” 
(1 Tim. 11. 6.) So that in him “ we have redemption through 
his blood, the forgiveness of sins.” (Eph.i. 7.) For we are 
* bought with a price :” (1 Cor. vii. 23.) for we are “ redeemed, 
not with corruptible things, as silver and gold; but with the 
precious blood of Christ, as of a lamb without blemish and 
i 
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without spot.” (1 Pet.i.18, 19.) He then which hath obtained 
for us remission of sins, he who through himself hath recon- 
ciled us to God, he who hath given himself as a ransom to re- 
deem us, he who hath thus wrought. out the way of salvation 
for us, must necessarily have a second and a far higher right 
unto the name of Jesus, unto the title of our Saviour. 

Thirdly, Beside the promulging and procuring, there is yet a 
farther act, which is, conferring of salvation on us. All which 
we mentioned before was wrought by virtue of his death, and 
his appearance in the Holy of Holies: but we must still be- 
lieve he ‘‘is able also to save them to the uttermost that come 
unto God by him, seeing he ever liveth to make intercession for 
them.” (Heb. vil. 25.) For now being set down at the right 
hand of God, he hath received all power both in heaven and 
earth ; and the end of this power which he hath received is, to 
confer salvation upon those which believe in him. For the 
Father gave the Son “this power over all flesh, that he should 
give eternal life to as many as he hath given him; ” (John xvii. 
2.) that he should raise our bodies out of the dust, and cause 
our corruptible to put on incorruption, and our mortal to put 
on immortality: and upon this power we are to expect salva- 
tion from him. For we must “look for the Saviour, the Lord 
Jesus Christ, from heaven, who shall change our vile body, 
that it may be fashioned like unto his glorious. body, according 
to the working whereby he is able even to subdue all things 
unto himself.” (Phil. i. 20, 21.) And “unto them that thus 
look for him shall he appear the second time, without sin unto 
salvation.” (Heb. ix. 28.) Being then we are all to endeavour 
that our “spirits may be saved in the day of the Lord Jesus :” 
(1 Cor. v. 5.) being St. Peter hath taught us, that ‘God hath 
exalted Christ with his right hand to be a Princeand a Saviour ;” 
(Acts. v. 31.) being the conferring of that upon us which he 
promised to us, and obtained for us, is the reward of what he 
suffered: therefore we must acknowledge that the actual giv- 
ing of salvation to us is the ultimate and conclusive ground of 
the title Saviour. 

Thus by the virtue of-his precious blood Christ hath ob- 
tained remission of our sins, by the power of his grace hath 
taken away the dominion of sin, in the life to come will free 
us from all possibility of sinning, and utterly abolish death, 
the wages of sin; wherefore well said the angel of the Lord, 
«“Thou shalt call his name Jesus, for he shall save his people 
from their sins ;” (Matt.i. 21.) well did Zacharias call him “a 
horn of salvation ;” (Luke i. 69.) Simeon, “the salvation of 
God.;” (Luke ii. 30.) St. Paul, “the Catpain and Author of 
eternal salvation ;” (Heb. ii. 10. v.9.) St. Peter, ‘‘a Prince and 
a Saviour,” (Acts v.31.) correspondent to those Judges of 
Israel, raised up by God himself to deliver his people from the 
hands of their enemies, and for that reason called saviours. 
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“In the time of their trouble (say the Levites), when they 
cried unto thee, thou heardest them from heaven, and accord- 
ing to thy manifold mercies thou gavest them saviours, who 
saved them out of the hand of their enemies.” (Neh. ix. 27.) 
The correspondency of Jesus unto those temporal saviours 
will best appear, if we consider it particularly in Joshua, who 
bare that salvation in his name, and approved it in his actions. 
For, as the son of Sirach saith, “Jesus the son of Nave was 
valiant in the wars, and was the successor of Moses in pro- 
phecies, who, according to his name, was made great for the 
saving of the elect of God.” (Ecclus. xlvi. 1.) Although there- 
fore Moses was truly and really “a ruler and deliverer,” (Acts 
vii. 35.) which is the same* with saviour; although the rest of 
the judges were also by their office rulers and deliverers, and 
therefore styled saviours, as expressly Othniel and Ehud are ; 
yet Joshua, far more particularly and exactly than the rest, 1s 
represented as a type of our Jesus, and that typical singularity 
manifested in his name.}+ For first, he it was alone, of all 
which passed out of Egypt, who was designed to lead the 
children of Israel into Canaan, the land of promise flowing 
with milk and honey. Which land as it was a type of the 
heaven of heavens, the inheritance of the saints, and eternal 
joys flowing from the right hand of God; so is the person which 
brought the Israelites into that place of rest{ a type of him 
who only can bring us into the presence of God, and there 
prepare our mansions for us, and assign them to us, as Joshua 
divided the land for an inheritance to the tribes. Besides, it 
is farther observable, not only what Joshua did, but what Moses 
could not do. The hand of Moses and Aaron brought them 
out of Egypt, but left them in the wilderness, and could’ not 
seat them in Canaan. Joshua, the successor, only could effect 
that in which Moses failed. Now nothing is more frequent in 
the phrase of the Holy Ghost, than to take Moses for the doc- 
trine delivered, or the books written by him, that is, the Law;§ 


* “Pucrnc, cwrhe, Aurewrhs. And again: 
Zwrnp, 6 Leds, o erevOeptog 4 Avtpwrhs. He- 
sych, 

+ ‘Quantum attinet ad propheticum 
apparatum, nec geri nec dici aliquid pos- 
sit insignius, quandoquidem res perducta 
est usque ad nominis expressionem.’ S, 
August. contra Faust. 1. xvi. c. 19. 

$ “Ov rpdmov Extivos eiohyayey Eig Thy dylay 
yiiv Tov Aady, dX Mactic, nal ws Exslvoo ev 
arrow Deveney adtiy roto eloerOotor per 
abrov* orw ual “Incods 6 Xgiordg tiv da- 
omogav TOU Aaod Emiorpeler, Kal Sapeepiel riv 
ayabiy yiv Exdoro. Justin. Dial. cum 
Tryph. p. 340. 

§ As Luke xvi. 29. 31. xxiv. 27. John 
v. 45, 46. Acts vi. 11. collated with the 
thirteenth verse. Acts xv. 21. xxi. 21. 
2 Cor. iii. 15. Macta vonréo roy vop0v, 


"Incoby ‘ray Cxacbvupeov exelvo coriiga. domeg 
volvwy xarde thy lorogiav, Mao TreredeuTn- 
Koro, ‘Inoovs Tov Aady Eig THY EmnyyeApeéyny 
eionyaye viv, ro etd Td TOU vomeou TEAOG 
6 fynérecos Emipavels "Incoig aviwle TH evosBet 
Aaw thy Bacirelay rev oveavav. Theodoret. 
in Jos. Prowm. t.i. p. 194. ‘Cum Suc- 
cessor Moysi destinaretur Auses filius 
Nave, transfertur certe de pristino no- 
mine, et incipit vocari Jesus. Certe, in- 
quis. Hance prius dicimus figuram futuri 
fuisse. Nam quia Jesus Christus secun- 
dum populum, quod sumus nos, nationes 


‘in seculi deserto commorantes antea, in- 


troducturus esset in terram repromissi- 
onis melle et lacte manantem, id est, in 
vite zterne possessionem, qua nihil dul- 
cius, idque non per Moysen, id est, non 
per legis disciplinam, sed per Jesum, id 
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from whence it followeth, that the death of Moses and the 
succession of Joshua presignified the continuance of the Law 
till Jesus came, “‘ by whom all that believe are justified from all 
things, from which we could not be justified by the Law of 
Moses.” (Acts xii. 39.) “The Law and the prophets were 
until John: since that the kingdom of God. is preached.” (Luke 
xvi. 16.) Moses must die, that Joshua may succeed. “ By 
the deeds of the Law there shall no flesh be justified (for by 
the Law is the knowledge of sin); but the righteousness of 
God without the Law is manifested, even the righteousness of 
God, which is by faith of Jesus Christ unto all and upon all 
them that believe.” (Rom. 111. 20—22.) Moses indeed seems 
to have taken Joshua with him up into the mount: (Exod. 
xxiv. 13.) but if he did, sure it was to enter the cloud which 
covered the mount where the glory of the Lord abode: for 
without Jesus,* “in whom are hid all the treasures of wisdom 
and knowledge,” (Col. 11.3.) there is no looking into the secrets 
of heaven, no approaching to the presence of God. The com- 
mand of circumcision was not given unto Moses, but to Joshua; 
nor were the Israelites circumcised in the wilderness, under 
the conduct of Moses and Aaron, but in the land of Canaan, 
under their successor. For “at that time the Lord said unto 
Joshua, Make thee sharp knives, and circumcise again the 
children of Israel the second time.” (Jos. v. 2.) Which speak- 
eth +Jesus to be the true circumciser, the author of another 
circumcision than that of the flesh commanded by the Law, 
even “the circumcision of the heart, in the spirit, and not in 
the letter ;” (Rom. ii. 29.) that which ‘‘is made without hands, | 
in putting off the body of the sins of the flesh,” (Col. ii. 11.) 
which is therefore called ‘‘ the circumcision of Christ.” (Ibid.) 
Thus if we look upon Joshua as the “ minister of Moses,” 
(Exod. xxiv. 13. Jos.1, 1.) he is even in that a type of Christ, 
the ‘‘ minister of the circumcision for the truth of God,” (Rom. 


est, per nove legis gratiam, provenire 
habebat, circumcisis nobis petrina acie, 
id est, Christi preceptis (petra enim 
Christus multis modis et figuris predica- 
tus est), ideo is vir qui in hujus Sacra- 
menti imagine parabatur, etiam nominis 
Dominici inanguratus est figura, ut Jesus 
nominaretur.’ Yertull. adv. Judeos, c. 9. 
et adv. Marcion. 1. iii. c. 16. ‘ Idcirco 
Moysi etiam successit, ut ostenderet no- 
vam legem, per Jesum Christum datam, 
veteri legi successuram, que data per 
Moysen fuit.’? Lactan. de vera Sap. }. iv. 
c. 17. ‘In cujus comparatione (Moyses) 
improbatus est, ut non ipse introduceret 
populum in terram promissionis; ne vi- 
delicet Lex per Moysen, non ad salvan- 
dum, sed ad.convincendum peccatorem 
data, in regnum cclorum introducere 
putaretur, sed gratia et veritas per Jesum 
Christum facta.’. $. August. contra Faus- 


tum, 1. xvi.c.19. ‘ Jesus dux qui populum 
eduxerat de Acgypto, Jesus qui interpre- 
tatur Salvator, Mose mortuo et sepulto in 
Moab, hoc est, Lege mortua, in Evan- 
gelium cupit inducere populum suum.’ 
S. Hieron. in Psal. 1xxxvi. 

* « Moyses in nubem intravit, ut operta 
et occulta cognosceret, adherente sibi 
socio Jesu, quia nemo sine vero Jesu po- 
test incerta sapientiz, et occulta compre- 
hendere. Et ideo in specie Jesu Nave 
veri Salvatoris significabatur affutura 
presentia, per quem fierent omnes doci- 
biles Dei, qui Legem aperiret, Evange- 
lium revelaret.’ S. Ambros. in Psal. xlvii. 

+ ‘Non enim propheta sic ait, Et dixit 
Dominus ad me; sed ad Jesum: ut osten- 
deret quod non de se loqueretur, sed de 
Christo, ad quem tum Deus loquebatur. 
Christi enim figuram gerebat ille Jesus,’ 
Lactan, de vera Sup. |. iv. ¢. 17, 
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xv. 8.) If we look on him as the successor of Moses, in that 
he representeth Jesus, inasmuch as “‘ the law was given by 
Moses, but grace and truth came by Jesus Christ.” (John i. 17.) 
If we look on him as now judge and ruler of Israel, there is 
scarce an action which is not clearly predictive of our Saviour. 
He begins his office at the banks of Jordan,* where Christ is 
baptized, and enters upon the public exercise of his prophetical 
office. He chooseth there twelve men out of the people, to 
carry twelve stones over with them; as our Jesus thence began 
to choose his twelvet apostles, those foundation-stones in the 
Church of God, whose ‘‘ names are in the twelve foundations 
of the wall of the holy city, the new Jerusalem.” (Rev. xxi. 14.) 
It hath been observed,t that the saving Rahab the harlot alive, 
foretold what Jesus once should speak to the Jews, “ Verily | 
say unto you, that the publicans and harlots go into the king- 
dom of God before you.” (Matt. xxi. 31.) ‘He said in the 
sight of Israel, Sun, stand thou still upon Gibeon: and the 
sun stood still in the midst of heaven, and hasted not to go 
clown about a whole day.” (Jos. x. 12, 13.) Which great mi- 
racle was not only wrought by the power of him whose name 
he bare, but did also signify§ that, in the latter days, towards 
the setting of the sun, when the light of the world was tending 
unto a night of darkness,“ the Sun of righteousness should arise 
with healing in his wings,” (Mal. iv. 2.) and, giving a check to 
the approaching night, become “ the true light, which lighteth 
every man that cometh into the world.” (John i. 9.) 

But to pass .by more particulars, Joshua smote the Amale- 
kites, and subdued the Canaanites; by the first making way 
to enter the land, by the second giving possession of it. And 
Jesus our “ Prince and Saviour,” (Acts v.31.) whose “ kingdom 
was not of this world,” (John xvii. 36.) in a spiritual manner 
goeth in and out before us against our spiritual enemies, sub- 
duing sin and Satan, and so opening and clearing our way to 
heaven; destroying the last enemy, death, so giving us pos- 


session of eternal life. || Thus 


* Tosroy 3é Epecev adrov 6 Tov Navi Incove 
Hate WAAL, apEamevog yde apyew Tou Aaov 
he€aro amd Tov. “lopdavour obev ual 6 Xpioroe 
RamricSets nelaro svayyerifecOar. S. Cyril. 
Hieros. Catech. 10. 

t St. Cyril addeth that he divided the 
land by twelve men: Awdexa 32 diatgotvrag 
wiv nAnegovolay uablcrncw 6 Tov Navi vids, 
wat Sadena roo “Amogréroug unpuxag Tig 
arnOeing Elo macay Thy olnouReEynY amocTENAEL 
6 Inceds. Ibid. 

¢ By the same St. Cyril: Mioreicacay 
‘PadB tiv woovnv Eowoty 6 tumindct 6 Se dAn- 
Sng puoi, “Wod of reravar nal ai ordevas meo- 
ayoucw vaas sig tiv Bactrelay rou Osov. 
Ibid. 

§ ‘Stetit Sol, quia in Jesu et typum 
futuri agnoscebat et nomen. Neque enim 


do we believe the man called 


in sua virtute Jesus Nave, sed in Christi 
mysterio celestibus luminibus imperabat. 
Designabatur enim Dei filium in hoc 
seculum esse venturum, qui mundani lu- 
minis concidentis, et jam vergentis in 
tenebras, virtute divina differret occasum, 
lucem redderet, inveheret claritatem.’ S. 
Ambros. Apolog. David. poster. c. 4. * Ile 
imperavit Soli ut staret, et stetit; et 
istius typo ille magnus erat. Ile impe- 
rabat, sed Dominus efficiebat.’ S. Hieron. 
in Psal. Ixxvi. 

|| Té Ayes wary Mocs ra “Incod 1H Tov 
Navi vidi, miOelo abta Tovro voa ovTt meo~ 
nen; tie pesvey axovon was rade, Ort WavTa 
6 WaTHP pavepot meet Tov vid “Incov vidi Navi 
nat emiBels TovTO bvona omore Emeule xaTa~ 
oHxoTroy wig vig. AdBe BiBalor cic Tag xEiedG 
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Jesus to have fulfilled in the highest degree imaginable, all 
which was but typified in him who first bare the name, and in 
all the rest which succeeded in his office, and so to be the Sa- 
viour of the world; ‘‘ whom God hath raised up, a horn of sal- 
vation for us, in the house of his servant David, that we should 
be saved from our enemies, and the hands of all that hate us.” 
(Luke i. 69. 71.) 

The necessity of the belief of this part of the Article is not 
only certain, but evident: because there is no end of faith 
without a Saviour, and no other name but this by which we 
can be saved, and no way to be saved by him but by believing 
in him. For “this is his commandment, that we should be- 
lieve on the name of his Son Jesus Christ, and he that keepeth 
his commandment dwelleth in him and he in him.” (1 John 
iii. 23, 24.) From him then, and from him alone, must we 
expect salvation, acknowledging and confessing freely there is 
nothing in ourselves which can effect or deserve it for us, no- 
thing in any other creature which can promerit or procure it to 
us. For‘‘there is but one God, and one mediator between 
God and man, the man Christ Jesus.” (1 Tim.ii.5.) It is only 
“the beloved Son, in whom God is well pleased;” (Matt. iii. 17.) 
he is “ clothed with a vesture dipped in blood ;” (Rev. xix. 13.) 
he hath “ trodden the wine-press alone.” (Isa. lxi.3.) ‘We 
like sheep have gone astray, and the Lord hath laid on him 
the iniquity of us all.” (Isa. li. 6.) “ By him God hath re- 
conciled all things to himself; by him, I say, whether they be 
things in earth or things in heaven.” (Col. i. 20.) By him 
alone is our salvation wrought: for his sake then only can we 
ask it, from him alone expect it. 

Secondly, This belief is necessary, that we may delight and 
rejoice in the name of Jesus, as that in which all our happiness 
is involved. At his nativity an angel from heaven thus taught 
the shepherds, the first witnesses of the blessed incarnation ; 
‘Behold, I bring you good tidings of great joy, which shall 
be to all people. For unto you is born this day in the city of 
David, a Saviour, which is Christ the Lord.” (Luke ii. 10, 11.) 
And what the angel delivered at present, that the prophet 
Isaiah, that old evangelist, foretold at distance. When “the 
people which walked in darkness should see a great light; 
when unto us a child should be born, unto us a son should be 
given: then should they joy before God, according to the joy 
in harvest, and as men rejoice when they divide the spoil.” 
(Isa. ix. 2. 6. 3.) When “God shall come with recompense, 
when he shall come and save us; then the ransomed of the Lord 
shall return, and come to Sion with songs, and everlasting joy 
upon their heads.” (Isa. xxxv. 4. 10.) 


cov, nad yedrbov & AEyei Kipiog. “Ors Ex prev (ic. i88) marw "Incodg ovx 6 vidg avOgwmrov, 
ne ‘ « ae eX ~ ~ > 

zune: mavra Tov cKO TOU "Apeariin 6 vidg AAR’ o uidg TOU Jeod, sum@ Ss év caeut pave- 
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Thirdly, The belief in Jesus ought to inflame our affection, to 
kindle our love towards him, engaging us to hate all things in 
respect of him, that is, so far as they are in opposition to him, 
or pretend to equal share of affection with him. “He that 
loveth father or mother more than me 1s not worthy of me, and 
he that loveth son or daughter more than me is not worthy of 
me,” (Matt. x. 37.) saith our Saviour; so forbidding all pre- 
lation of any natural affection, because our spiritual union is 
far beyond all such relations. Nor is a higher degree of love 
only debarred us, but any equal pretension is as much forbid- 
den. ‘If any man come to me (saith the same Christ), and 
hate not his father and mother, and wife and children, and 
brethren and sisters, yea and his own life also, he cannot be 
my disciple.” (Luke xiv. 26.) Is it not this Jesus in whom the 
love of God is demonstrated to us, and that in so high a de- 
gree as is not expressible by the pen of man? ‘‘God so loved 
the world, that he gave his only-begotten Son.” (John iii. 16.) 
Is it not he who shewed his own love to us far beyond all pos- 
sibility of parallel? For << greater love hath no man than this, 
that a man lay down his life for his friends ;” (John xv. 13.) 
but ‘‘ while we were yet sinners (that 2s, enemies), Christ died 
for us,” (Rom. v. 8.) and so became our Jesus. Shall thus the 
Father shew his love in his Son? Shall thus the Son shew his 
love in himself? And shall we no way study a requital? or is 
there any proper return of love but love? The voice of the 
Church, in the language of Solomon, is, “‘my love:” (Cant. 
il. 7. 111. 5. viil.4.) nor was that only the expression of a spouse, 
but of Ignatius,* a man, after the apostles, most remarkable. 
And whosoever considereth the infinite benefits to the sons of 
men flowing from the actions and sufferings of their Saviour, 
cannot choose but conclude with St. Paul, «If any man love 
not the Lord Jesus Christ, let him be anathema, maran-atha.” 
(1 Cor. xvi. 22.) 

Lastly, The confession of faith in Jesus is necessary to breed 
in us a correspondent esteem of him, and an absolute obedi- 
ence to him, that we may be raised to the true temper of St. 
Paul, who “ counted all things but loss for the excellency of 
the knowledge of Christ Jesus our Lord, for whom he suffered 
the loss of all things, and counted them but dung, that he might 
win Christ.” (Phil. iii. 8.) Nor can we pretend to any true 
love of Jesus, except we be sensible of the readiness of our 
obedience to him: as knowing what language he used to his 
disciples, “If ye love me, keep my commandments ;” (John 
xiv. 15.) and what the apostle of his bosom spake, “‘ This is the 
love of God, that we keep his commandments.” (1 John v. 3.) 
His own disciples once marvelled, and said,*‘ What manner of 
man is this, that even the winds and the sea obey him?” 
(Matt. viii. 27.) How much more should we wonder at all dis- 


* “O Ende Eps Exravewras, Epist. ad Roman. c. 7. 
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obedient Christians, saying, What manner of men are these, 
who refuse obedience unto him whom the senseless creatures, 
the winds and the sea, obeyed? Was the name of Jesus at first 
sufficient to cast out devils? (Mark ix. 38. Luke ix. 49.) and 
shall man be more refractory than they? Shall the exorcist 
say to the evil spirit, I adjure thee by the name of Jesus, (Acts 
xix. 13.) and the devil give place? Shall an apostle speak unto 
us in the same name, and we refuse? Shall they obey that 
name which signifieth nothing unto them; for “he took not 
on him the nature of angels,” (Heb. 11. 16.) and so is not their 
Saviour? And can we deny obedience unto him, who “ took 
on him the seed of Abraham,” (Ibid.) “and became obedient 
to death, even the death of the cross,” (Phil. ii. 8.) for us, that 
he might be raised to full power and absolute dominion over 
us, and by that power be enabled at last to save us, and in the 
mean time to rule and govern us, and exact the highest venera- 
tion from us? For “ God hath highly exalted him, and given 
him a name which is above every name, that at the name of 
Jesus every knee shall bow, of things in heaven, and things in 
earth, and things under the earth.” (Phil. ii. 9, 10.) 

Having thus declared the original of the name Jesus, the 
means and ways by which he who bare it expressed fully the 
utmost signification of it; we may now clearly deliver, and 
every particular Christian easily understand, what it is he says, 
when he makes his confession in these words, I believe in Jesus: 
which may be not unfitly in this manner described. I believe 
not only that there is a God, who made the World; but [ ac- 
knowledge and profess that I am fully persuaded of this, as of 
a certain and infallible truth, that there was and is a man, 
whose name by the ministry of an angel was called Jesus, of 
whom, particularly Joshua, the first of that name, and all the 
rest of the judges and saviours of Israel, were but types. I 
believe that Jesus, in the highest and utmost importance of that 
name, to be the Saviour of the world; inasmuch as he hath 
revealed to the sons of men the only way for the salvation of 
their souls, and wrought the same way out for them by the vir- 
tue of his blood, obtaining remission for sinners, making recon- 
ciliation for enemies, paying the price of redemption for cap- 
tives; and shall at last himself actually confer the same sal- 
vation, which he hath promulged and procured, upon all those 
who unfeignedly and steadfastly believe in him. Iacknow- 
ledge there is no other way to heaven besides that which he 
hath shewn us, there is no other means which can procure it 
for us but his blood, there is no other person which shall con- 
fer it on us but himself. And with this full acknowledgment, 
I BELIEVE IN JESus. 


12] 


Anp in Jesus Christ. 


Havine thus explained the proper name of our Saviour, 
Jesus, we come unto that title of his office usually joined with 
his name, which is therefore the more diligently to be exa- 
mined, because the Jews* who always acknowledge him to be 
Jesus, ever. denied him to be Christ, and ‘‘ agreed” together, 
“that if any man did confess that he was Christ, he should be 
put out of the synagogue.” (John ix. 22.) 

_ For the full explication of this title, it will be necessary, 
First, To deliver the signification of the word; Secondly, To 
shew upon what grounds the Jews always expected a Christ or 
Messias; Thirdly, To prove that the Messias promised to the 
Jews is already come; Fourthly, To demonstrate that our Jesus 
is that Messias; and Fifthly, To declare in what that unction, 
by which Jesus is Christ, doth consist, and what are the proper 
effects thereof. Which five particulars being clearly discussed, 
[ cannot see what should be wanting for a perfect understand 
ing that Jesus is Christ. ) 

For the first, We find in the Scriptures two several names, 
Messias and Christ, but both of the same signification; as ap- 
peareth by the speech of the woman of Samaria, “1 know that 
Messias cometh, which is called Christ;’ (John iv. 25.) and 
more plainly by what Andrew spake unto his brother Simon, 
“We have found the Messias, which is, being interpreted, the 
Christ.” (John i. 41.) Messtas in the Hebrew tongue, Chrost 


in the Greek. Messias,t the 


* "Toudaion yae xaTadéyovTas Td Elves avToy 
Incotv: 73 82 ual Xeiordv sivas, ToUToy obKET:. 
S. Cyril. Hieros. Catech. 10. 

tSuyyove, Merciay copay Upomeey, bg @edg aviig 
Xeiorrs loudatoow anoveras “EAALS pwvi. 
Nonnus, c. i. v. 157. 

¢ From nwp unait; in the Hebrew 
mw and mw wnetus; in the Syriac 
nmwr: in the Greek, by changing w into 
ec, by omitting m a guttural not fit for 
their pronunciation, and by adding ¢, as 
their ordinary termination, xmw?is turned 
into Mecziac. That this was the Greek 
Xgiord¢, and the Latin Christus, is evident; 
and yet the Latins living at a distance, 
strangers to the customs of the Jews, and 
the doctrine of the Christians, mistook 
this name, and called him Chrestus, from 
the Greek Xenerég. So Suetonius in the 
life of Clandius, c. 25. ‘Judzos impul- 
sore Chresto assidue tumultuantes Roma 
expulit.’”. Which was not only his mis- 
take, but generally the Romans at first, as 
they named him Chrestus, so they called 
us Chrestiani. ‘Sed et cum perperam 
Chrestianus pronunciatur a vobis (nam 
nec nominis certa est notitia penes vos) 
de suavitate vel benignitate compositum 


language of Andrew and the 


est.’ Tertull. adv. Gentes, c. 3. ‘Sed ex- 
ponenda hujus nominis ratio est propter 
ignorantium errorem, qui eum immutata 
litera Chrestum solent dicere.’ Lactan. de 
vera Sap. l.iv. c.7. Upon which mistake 
Justin Martyr justifies the Christians of 
his time: "Ese dcov ye &x Tov xatnyopnpczvou 
HAG OvounaTos, KeneToTaToL LITapH ELEY. Pe 
o4. And again: Xeortave (or rather 
Xenotiavol) yap tives narnyopovpeda 7d OE 
Xenorev psceicbas ov Nuasov. Apol. 2. p. 55. 
It was then the ignorance of the Jewish 
affairs which caused the Romans to name 
our Saviour Chrestus, and the true title is 
certainly Christus. Xeterdg meev, nate 70 
xexpicdatr, saith Justin. Apol. i. p. 44. 
TO tou Xpicro dvona wear Mwcéa rote 
Xpropeévore Earideivas, says Euseb. Dem, 
Evang. 1. iv. c. 15. ‘ Quoniam Greci 
veteres yelecSa: dicebant ungi, quod nunc 
anreiperSa, ob hanc rationem nos eum 
Christwm nuncupamus, id est, unctum, qui 
Hebraice Messias dicitur.’ Lactan. de ver. 
Sap. |.iv.c. 7. So the Latins generally 
Christus a Chrismate: and without ques- 
tion Xgiords is from xéxeirras. Yet I con- 
ceive the first signification of this word 
among the Greeks hath not been hitherto 
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woman of Samaria, who spake in Syriac; Christ, the inter- 
pretation of St. John, who wrote this Gospel in the Greek, as 
the most general language in those days; and the signification 


sufficiently discovered. The first of the 
ancients in whom I meet with the word 
Xpiordg is ASschylus the tragedian, and in 
him I find it had another sense than now 
we take it in; for in his language that is 
not xpicrdéy which is anointed, but that 
with which it is anointed ; so that it sig- 
nifieth not the subject of unction, but the 
ointment as diffused in the subject. The 
place is this in his Prometheus Vinctus, 
ver. 478, 
Odx tv aréEnur’ ovdév, ob9e Bpacsprov, 
Ov Hpirrov, ovdE Miorov, NAA Hagudnoy 

— Xetia uarecnérrovro 
Prometheus shews himself to be the in- 
ventor of the art of physic, that before 
him therefore there was no medicine, 
neither to be taken internally by eating 
or by drinking, nor externally by way of 
inunction, as the Scholiast very well ex- 
pounds it: Ovdx fv ovdey BonOnua Segamelag 
od 81a Bowcrems meoopeedmevoy (which is 
ovdé Bpactoy in Auschylus) odre dé ds’ eore- 
xpicewe twbev, (which is ob yYpiorsy) od: 
Sia wrocews (rod d8 SnAct +o micrdv). So 
Eustathius: Tees pagudney idea: mae’ 
“Ophea, tminacra, we viv emi Meverdou, aimee 
Amie papana sides maccey 6 Maydwy nat 
Kerore oiov todo yelerSar nal miord nave 
Tov Aloxvao, rouTéctt, Mora h worn. Ad 
Ii. 4. As therefore from wiw wicw, morov, 
so from xelw xeiow, xeord. And as 
mioroy is not that which receiveth drink, 
but that drink which is received, not quod 
potat, but quod potabile est ; so xerorov is 
not that which receiveth oil, but that 
which is received by inunction. So the 
Scholiast upon Aristophanes, Plut. v. 717. 
Tay papuanoy Te pty Eo KaTaMAacTS, +d, 
88 xeicrd, +a 9¢ word. And the Scholiast 
of Theocritus: “Ioréov, is Tav papudanoy 
we prey Blot KeITTa, hyow, Amee Verdueta 
elo Segpameiav re 38 word, Hyouv, dare mlyo~ 
ev ra 08 emimacra, nyow, Ameo emimar- 
souey. Idyl. xi. 1. So that xetordv in his 
judgment is the same with éyxpiorov in 
Theocritus. 1. s. 1. 

Ovdiy worry Zemra MEpuner papuanoy aAro, 
Nitia, ovr? Eyyesorov, ely Soxet, ovr Eart- 
TArroy, 

"H ral Tsegides 
In the same sense with Avschylus did 
Euripides use xeirriv pagnanoy in Hippo- 

lyto, v. 516. / 
Térega 88 Yeirrdv h morov 73 pagpeaxoy 5 
and not only those ancient poets, but even 
the later orators; as Dion Chrysostomus : 
Tord yae xEeipov nat SepIapuévor capraros 
at vororvros ux Sieplaguéyn, pre Al, ovx, 


ims dapuduoy xerorav i wordy. Orat. 78, 
And the LXX. have used it in this sense, 
as when the Hebrew speaks of nnwian yaw 
oleum unctionis, they translate it rod émt- 
HEXUévo El Tiv KEparny Tov EAaiou Tod 
xerrrov, Ley. xxi. 10. and again ver. 1¥. 
Finwrd yw 671 7d Ayiov EAatey 7d Yewrrev ew” 
avta. Oleum unctionis then is grav xe- 
orev, which in Exodus xxix. 7. xxxv. 15. 
xl. 9. the same translators, correspondent 
to the Hebrew phrase, call graioy yeicne- 
vos, and more frequently gato xelrews. 
The place of Sophocles is something 
doubtful, Trachin. 662. 
“Obey rdror Tavepeepos 
Tas weOovs ray xetorw 
Suynpabeic, emt meopaces Ingds* 
for though the Scholiast takes it in the 
ordinary sense, wayxpicrw] Asimer +H mé- 
TAM, nyo TH xXprobevTs wimwAw, cUyHEXpA- 
févos nal demordels ry meidot Tov Sneds* yet 
both ras weOove before it, and cuynealels 
after, seem to incline to the former sense, 
and in the next page dprixesoroy is clearly 
attributed to the ointment, v. 687. 
Td pageeanoy ror’ darveov, autives T det 
@éerang aSiurov, ev puyors ow Cety Ee, 
“Ewe ay aprixpioroy denooates gov, 
from whence Deianira says presently, 
v. 691. Expica arro. But though it ap- 
pears from hence that the first use of the 
word xpiors¢ among the Greeks was to 
signify the act or matter used in inunc- 
tion, not the subject or person anointed : 
yet in the vulgar acceptation of the LXX. 
it was most constantly received for the 
person anointed, of the same validity 
with xesSels or xexeiopeévos (Suidas xe- 
or0G, 6 KEXPLOLLEVEG Ev EAaiw), as also with 
nracppévos. For though Lactantius in the 
place fore-cited seems to think that word 
an improper version of the Hebrew mwn 
‘Unde in quibusdam Grecis scripturis, 
que male de Hebraicis interpretate sunt, 
nrsinmrtvos, id est, unguento curatus, scrip- 
tum invenitur, d7d rou drgiperSas:’ yet 
the LXX. have so translated it, Numb. 
iii. 3. of bepete of HAcipévr. And although 
Athenzus hath observed, 1. xv. c. 59. raw 
paupov r& puév tors Kelouara, Te DY adel 
pare yet in the vulgar use of the words 
there is no difference, as he himself 
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of them both is, the anointed. St. Paul and the rest of the 
apostles, writing in that language, used the Greek name, which 
the Latins did retain, calling him constantly Christus ; and we 
in English have retained the same, as universally naming him 
Christ. 

Nor is this yet the full interpretation of the word, which is 
to be understood not simply according to the action only, but 
as it involveth the design in the custom of anointing. For in 
the Law whatsoever was anointed was thereby set apart, as 
ordained to some special use or office: and therefore under the 
notion of unction we must understand that promotion and or- 
dination. ‘ Jacob poured out oil on the top of a pillar,” 
(Gen. xxviii. 18.) and that anointing was the consecration of 
it. Moses anointed the tabernacle and all the vessels, and this 
anointing was their dedication. Hence “ the priest that is 
anointed” (Lev. iv. 3.) signifieth, in the phrase of Moses, the 
high-priest, because he was invested in that office at and by 
his unction. When therefore Jesus is called the Messias or 
Christ, and that long after the anointing oil had ceased, it sig- 
nified no less than a person set apart by God, anointed with 
most sacred oil, advanced to the highest office, of which all 
those employments under the Law, in the obtaining of which © 
oil was used, were but types and shadows. And this may suf- 
fice for the signification of the word., 

That there was among the Jews an expectation of such a 
Christ to come, is most evident. The woman of Samaria could 
speak with confidence, “‘I know that Messias cometh.” (John 
iv. 25.) And the unbelieving Jews, who will not acknowledge 
that he is already come, expect him still. Thus we find “all 
men musing in their hearts of John, whether he were the Christ 
or not.” (Luke i. 15.) When Jesus taught in the Temple, 
those which doubted said, “« When Christ cometh, no man 
knoweth whence he is;” (John vii. 27.):those which believed 
said, “ When Christ cometh, will he do more miracles than 
these which this man hath done?” (John vii. 31.) Whether 
therefore they doubted, or whether they believed in Jesus, they 
all expected a Christ to come; and the greater their opinion 
was of him, the more they believed he was that Messzas. ‘‘ Many 
of the people said, Of a truth this is the prophet: others said, 
This is the Christ.” (John vii. 40,41.) As soon as John began 
to baptize, “ the Jews sent priests and Levites from Jerusalem, 
to ask him, Who art thou?” (John i. 19.) that is, whether he 
_ were the Christ or no, as appeareth out of his answer, “ And he 
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confessed and denied not, but confessed, I am not the Christ.” 
(John i. 20.) For as they asked him after, “What then, Art thou 
Elias ? and he said, I am not: Art thou that prophet? and he 
answered, No:” (John 1. 21.) so without question their first 
demand was, ‘ Art thou the Christ ?’* and he answered, ‘I am 
not:’ from whence it clearly appeareth that there was a general 
expectation among the Jews of a Messzas to come; nor only so, 
but it was always counted among them an article of their faith,t 
which all were obliged to believe who professed the Law of 
Moses, and whosoever denied that, was thereby interpreted to 
deny the Law and the Prophets. Wherefore it will be worth 
our inquiry to look into the grounds upon which they built that 
expectation. 

It is most certain that the Messzas was promised by God, 
both before and under the Law. God said unto Abraham, “ In 
Isaac shall thy seed be called :” (Gen. xxi. 12.) and we know 
that was a promise of a Messias to come, because St. Paul 
hath taught us, ‘‘ Now to Abraham and his seed were the pro- 
mises made. He saith not, unto seeds as of many, but as of 
one, and to thy seed, which is Christ.” (Gal. 111. 16.) The 
Lord said unto Moses, ‘I will raise them up a prophet from 
among their brethren like unto thee.” (Acts 111. 22. vii. 37.) 
And St. Peter hath sufficiently satisfied us, that this prophet 
promised to Moses is Jesus the Christ. (Acts i. 20.) Many 
are the prophecies which concern him, many the promises which 
are made of him: but yet some of them very obscure ; others, 
though plainer, yet have relation only to the person, not to the 
notion or the word Messtas. Wheresoever he is spoken of as 
the Anointed, it may well be first understood of some other 
person ; except one place in Daniel, where Messzah is foretold 
“to be cut off:” (Dan, ix. 26.) and yet even there the Greek 
translation hath not the Messiah, but the Unction. It may 
therefore seem something strange, how so universal an expec- 
tation of a Redeemer under the name of the Messias should be 
spread through the church of the Jews. 

But if we consider that in the space of seventy years of the 
Babylonish captivity the ordinary Jews had lost the exact un- 
derstanding of the old Hebrew language before spoken in Judea, 
and therefore when the Scriptures were read unto them, they 
found it necessary to interpret them to the people in the Chaldee 
language, which they had lately learned: as when Ezra the 
Scribe brought the book of the Law of Moses before the con- 
eregation, the Levites are said to have caused the people to 
understand the Law, because “they read in the book, in the 
Law of God distinctly, and gave the sense, and caused them to 
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understand the reading.” (Neh. viii. 8.) Which constant in- 
terpretation begat at last a Chaldee translation of the Old Tes- 
tament to be read every sabbath in the synagogues: and that 
being not exactly made word for word with the Hebrew, but 
with a liberty of a brief exposition by the way, took in, together 
with the text, the general opinion of the learned Jews. By 
which means it came to pass that not only the doctrine, but the 
name also, of the Messtas was very frequent and familiar with 
them. Insomuch that even in the Chaldee paraphrase now ex- 
tant, there is express mention of the Messias in above seventy 
places, besides that of Daniel. The Jews then informed by the 
plain words of Daniel,* instructed by a constant interpretation 
of the Law and the Prophets read in their synagogues every 
sabbath-day, relying upon the infallible predictions and pro- 
mises of God, did all unanimously expect out of their own 
nation, of the tribe of Judah, of the family of David, a Messias 
ora Christ, to come. 

Now this being granted, as it cannot be denied, our next 
consideration is of the time in which this promise was to be 
fulfilled: which we shall demonstrate out of the Scriptures to 
be past, and consequently that the promised Messias is already 
come. The prediction of Jacob upon his death-bed is clear and 
pregnant, ‘‘ The sceptre shall not depart from Judah, nor a law- 
giver from between his feet, until Shiloh come; and to him 
shall the gathering of the people be.” (Gen. xlix. 10.) But 
the sceptre is departed from Judah, neither is there one law- 
giver left between his feet. Therefore Shzl/oh, that is, the 
Messias, is already come. That the Jewish government hath 
totally failed, is not without the greatest folly to be denied: 
and therefore that Shzloh is already come, except we should 
deny the truth of divine predictions, must be granted. There 
then remains nothing to be proved, but that by Shiloh is to be 
understood the Messzas: which is sufficiently manifest both 
from the consent of the ancient Jews, and from the description 
immediately added to the name. For all the old paraphrasts 
call him expressly the Messzas,+ and the words which follow, 
“to him shall the gathering of the people be,” (Gen. xlix. 10.) 
speak no less; as giving an explication of his person, office, or 
condition, who was but darkly described in the name of Shiloh. 
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For this is the same character by which he was signified unto 
Abraham; ‘In thy seed shall all the nations of the earth be 
blessed :” (Gen. xxii. 18.) by which he is deciphered in Isaiah; 
‘**In that day there shall be a root of Jesse, which shall stand 
for an ensign of the people; to it shall the Gentiles seek, and 
his rest shall be glorious :” (Isa, xi. 10.) and in Micah, “ The 
mountain of the house of the Lord shall be established on the 
top of the mountains, and it shall be exalted above the hills, 
and people shall flow unto it.” (Mic. iv. 1.) And thus the 
blessing of Judah is plainly intelligible: ‘‘ Judah thou art he, 
whom thy brethren shall praise; thy hand shall be in the neck 
of thine enemies, thy father’s children shall bow down before 
thee.” (Gen. xlix. 8.) Thou shalt obtain the primogeniture 
of thy brother Reuben, and by virtue thereof shalt rule over the 
rest of the tribes: the government shall be upon thy shoulders, 
and all thy brethren shall be subject unto thee. And that you 
may understand this blessing is not to expire until it make way 
for a greater, know that this government shall not fail, until 
there come ason out of your loins, who shall be far greater than 
yourself: for whereas your dominion reacheth only over your 
brethren, and so is confined unto the tribes of Israel; his king- 
dom shall be universal, and all nations of the earth shall serve 
him. Being then this Shiloh is so described in the text, and 
acknowledged by the ancient Jews to be the Messzas; being 
God hath promised by Jacob the government of Israel should 
not fail until Shiloh came; being that government is visibly 
and undeniably already failed, it followeth inevitably, that the 
Messias is already come. 

In the same manner the prophet Malachi hath given an ex- 
press signification of the coming of the Messtas while the Tem- 
ple stood. ‘ Behold, I will send my messenger, and he shall 
prepare the way before me; and the Lord whom ye seek shall 
suddenly come to his temple, even the messenger of the cove- 
nant whom ye delight in.” (Mal. iii. 1.)* And Haggai yet more 
clearly, ‘Thus saith the Lord of hosts, Yet once it is a little 
while, and | will shake the heavens, and the earth, and the sea, 
and the dry land; and I will shake all nations ; and the desire 
of all nations shall come; and I will fill this house with glory, 
saith the Lord of hosts. The glory of this latter house shall be 
greater than the glory of the former, saith the Lord of hosts.” 
(Hag. 11. 6, 7. 9.) Itis then most evident from these predictions, 
that the Messias was to come while the second Temple stood. 
It is as certain that the second Temple is not now standing. 
Therefore, except we contradict the veracity of God, it cannot 
be denied but the Messias is already come. Nothing can be 
objected to enervate this argument, but that these prophecies 
concern not the Messtas ; and yet the ancient Jews confessed 
they did, and that they do so cannot be denied. For, first, 
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those titles, ‘the angel of the covenant,’ ‘the delight of the Is- 
raelites,’ ‘the desire of all nations,’ are certain and known cha- 
racters of the Christ to come. And, secondly, it cannot be 
conceived how the glory of the second Temple should be greater 
than the glory of the first, without the coming of the Messzas 
toit. For the Jews themselves have observed that five signs 
of the divine glory were in the first Temple, which were want- 
ing to the second: as the Urim and Thummim, by which the 
high-priest was miraculously instructed of the will of God; the 
ark of the covenant, from whence God gave his answers by a 
clear and audible voice; the fire upon the altar, which came 
down from heaven, and immediately consumed the sacrifice ; 
the divine presence or habitation with them, represented by a 
visible appearance, or given, as it were, to the king and high- 
priest by anointing with the oil of unction; and, lastly, the 
spirit of prophecy, with which those especially who were called 
to the prophetical office were endued. And there was no com- 
parison between the beauty and glory of the structure or build- 
ing of it, as appeared by the tears dropped from those eyes 
which had beheld the former, (“ For many of the priests and 
Levites, and chief of the fathers, who were ancient men, that 
had seen the first house, when the foundation of this house was 
laid before their eyes, wept with a loud voice ;” Ezra ii. 12.) 
and by those words which God commanded Haggai to speak to 
the people for the introducing of this prophecy, “Who is left 
among you that saw this house in her first glory ?, And how do 
you see it now? Is it not in your eyes in comparison of it as 
nothing ?” (Hag. ii. 3.) Being then the structure of the second 
Temple was so far inferior to the first, being all those signs of 
the divine glory were wanting in it with which the former was 
adorned; the glory of it can no other way be imagined greater, 
than by the coming of Him into it in whom all those signs of 
the divine glory were far more eminently contained: and this 
person alone is the Messias. For he was to be the glory of the 
people Israel, yea, even of the God of Israel; he the Urim and 
Thummim, by whom the will of God, as by a greater oracle, 
was revealed ; he the true ark of the covenant, the only propi- 
tiatory by his blood; he which was to baptize with the Holy 
Ghost and with fire, the true fire which came down from hea- 
ven; he which was to take up his habitation in our flesh, and 
to dwell among us that we might behold his glory; he who 
received the Spirit without measure, and from whose fulness we 
do all receive. In him were all those signs of the divine glory 
united, which were thus divided in the first Temple; in him 
they were all more eminently contained than in those: therefore 
his coming to the second Temple was, as the sufficient, so the 
only means by which the glory of it could be greater than the 
glory of the first. If then the Messias was to come while the 
second Temple stood, as appeareth by God’s prediction and 
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promise ; if that Temple many ages since hath ceased to be, 
there being not one stone left upon a stone ; if it certainly were 
before the destruction of it in greater glory than ever the former 
was; if no such glory could accrue unto it but by the coming 
of the Messtas: then is that Messtas already come. 

Having thus demonstrated out of the promises given to the 
Jews, that the Messias who was so promised unto them must 
be already come, because those events which were foretold to 
follow his coming are already past; we shall proceed unto the 
next particular, and prove that the man Jesus, in whom we be- 
lieve, is that Messtzas who was promised. First, it is acknow- 
ledged, both by the Jew and Gentile, that this Jesus was born in 
Judea, and lived and died there, before the commonwealth of 
Israel was dispersed, before the second Temple was destroyed ; 
thatis, at the very time when the prophets foretold the Messias 
should come. And there was no other beside him, that did 
with any show of probability pretend to be, or was accepted as, 
the Messias. Therefore we must confess he was, and only he 
could be, the Carisé. 

Secondly, All other prophecies belonging to the Messzas were 
fulfilled in Jesus, whether we look upon the family, the place, 
or the manner of his birth ; neither were they ever fulfilled in 
any person beside him: he then is, and no other can be, the 
Messias. ‘That he was to come out of the tribe of Judah 
and family of David, is every where manifest. The Jews, which 
mention Messias as a son of Joseph or of Ephraim, do not deny, 
but rather dignify, the Son of David, or of Judah, whom they 
confess to be the greater Christ.* ‘ There shall come forth a 
rod} out of the stem of Jesse, and a branch shall grow out of 
his roots, and the Spirit of the Lord shall rest upon him,” saith 
the prophet Isaiah, (xi. 1, 2.) And again, “ In that day there 
shall be a root of Jesse, which shall stand for an ensign of the 
people: to it shall the Gentiles seek, and his rest shall be glo- 
rious.” (Isa. xi. 10.) Now who was it but Jesus of whom the 
elders spake, “ Behold, the lion of the tribe of Judah, the root 
of David?” (Rev. v. 5.) Who but he said, “ I am the root and 
offspring of David, and the bright and morning star?” (Rev. 
xxii. 16.) The Jews did all acknowledge it, as appears by the 
question of our Saviour, ‘“‘ How say the scribes that Christ is 
the son of David?” (Mark xii. 35.) “ What think ye of Christ ? 
whose son ishe? ‘They say unto him, The Son of David :” 
(Matt. xxii. 42.) and that of the people, amazed at the seeing 
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of the blind, and speaking of the dumb, “ Is not this the Son 
of David?” (Matt. xii. 23.) The blind cried out unto him, 
« Jesus, thou Son of David, have mercy on us ;” (Luke xviii. 
38.) and the multitude cried, ‘‘ Hosanna to the Son of David.” 
(Matt. xxi. 9.) The genealogy of Jesus shews his family: the 
first words of the Gospel are, “The book of the generation of 
Jesus Christ, the Son of David.” (Matt.i. 1.) The prophecy 
therefore was certainly fulfilled in respect of his lineage ; ‘‘ for 
it is evident that our Lord sprang out of Judah.” (Heb. vii. 14.) 

Besides, if we look upon the place where the Messias was to 
be born, we shall find that Jesus by a particular act of Provi- 
dence was born there. ‘ When Herod had gathered all the 
chief priests and scribes of the people together, he demanded 
of them where Christ should be born. And they said unto-him, 
In Bethlehem of Judea.” (Matt. ii. 4, 5.) The people doubted 
whether Jesus was the Christ, because they thought he had 
been born in Galilee, where Joseph and Mary lived ; wherefore 
they said, “Shall Christ come out of Galilee? Hath not the 
Scripture said, That Christ cometh of the seed of David, and 
out of the town of Bethlehem, where David was ?” (John -vii. 
41, 42.) That place of Scripture which they meant was cited 
by the scribes to Herod, according to the interpretation then 
current among the Jews, and still preserved in the Chaldee 
paraphrase.* ‘ For thusit is written in the prophet, And thou, 
Bethlehem, in the land of Judah, art not the least among the 
princes of Judah, for out of thee shall come a governor that 
shall rule my people Israel.” (Matt. ii. 5, 6.) This prediction 
was most manifestly and remarkably fulfilled in the birth of 
Jesus, when by the providence of God it was so ordered, that 
Augustus should then tax the world, to which end every one 
should go up into his own city. Whereupon Joseph and Mary 
his espoused wife left Nazareth of Galilee, their habitation, and 
went into Bethlehem of Judea, the city of David, there to be 
taxed, ‘ because they were of the house and lineage of David.” 
(Luke 1. 4.) And, while they were there, as the days of the 
Virgin Mary were accomplished, so the prophecy was fulfilled ; 
for there she brought forth her first-born son; and so unto us 
was born that day “in the city of David, a Saviour, which is 
Christ the Lord.” (Luke ii. 11.) 

But if we add unto the family and place, the manner of his 
birth also foretold, the argument must necessarily appear con- 
clusive. The prophet Isaiah spake thus unto the house of 
David; ‘The Lord himself shall give you a sign: Behold a 
virgin shall conceive and beara son, and shall call his name 
Immanuel.” (Isa. vu. 14.). What nativity could be more con- 
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gruous to the nativity of a Messias than that of a virgin, which 
is most miraculous! What name can be thought fitter for him 
than that of Immanuel, “God with us,” (Isa. viii. 8.) whose 
land Judea is said to be? The Immanuel then thus born of a 
virgin was without question the true Messias. And we know 
Jesus was thus born of the blessed Virgin Mary, “ that it might 
be fulfilled which was thus spoken of the Lord by the prophet.” 
(Matt. i. 22.) Wherefore being all the prophecies concerning 
the family, place, and manner of the birth of the Messias were 
fulfilled in Jesus, and not so much as pretended to be accom- 
plished in any other; it is again from hence apparent, that this 
Jesus is the Christ. 

Thirdly, He who taught what the Messtas was to teach, did 
what the Messias was to do, suffered what the Messias was to 
suffer, and by suffering obtained all which a Messias could ob- 
tain, must be acknowledged of necessity to be the true Messvas. 
But all this is manifestly true of Jesus. Therefore we must 
confess he is the Christ. For, first, it cannot be denied but 
the Messias was promised as a propliet and teacher of the peo- 
ple. So God promised him to Moses; “I will raise them up 
a Prophet from among their brethren like unto thee.” (Deut. 
xviii. 18.) So Isaiah, Ezekiel, and Hosea, have expressed him, 
as we shall hereafter have farther occasion to shew. And, not 
only so, but as a greater prophet, and more perfect doctor, 
than ever any was which preceded him, more universal than 
they all. “Ihave put my Spirit upon him, (saith God): he 
shall bring forth judgment to the Gentiles, and the isles shall 
wait for his law.” (Isa. xl. 1. 4.) Now it is as evident that 
Jesus of Nazareth was the most perfect Prophet, the Prince* 
and Lord of all the prophets, doctors, and pastors, which either 
preceded or succeeded him. For he hath revealed unto us the 
most perfect will of God both in his precepts and his promises. 
He hath delivered the same after the most perfect manner, with 
the greatest authority ; not like Moses and the prophets, say- 
ing, Thus saith the Lord ; but “ Tsay unto you ;” (Matt. v. often.) 
not like the interpreters of Moses, for “he taught them as one 
having authority, and not as the scribes :” (Matt. vil. 29.) with 
the greatest perspicuity, not, as those before him, under types 
and shadows, but plainly and clearly ; from whence both he 
and his doctrine is frequently called light: with the greatest 
universality, as preaching that Gospel which is to unite all the 
nations of the earth into one Church, that there might be one 
Shepherd and one flock. Whatsoever then that great Prophet 
the Messias was to teach, that Jesus taught; and whatsoever 
works he was to do, those Jesus did. 

When John the Baptist ‘‘ had heard the works of Christ, he 
sent two of his disciples” with this message to him, ‘“ Art 
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thou he that should come, or do we look for another?” (Matt. 
xi, 2,3.) And Jesus returned this answer unto him, shewing 
the ground of that message, “the works of Christ,” was a 
sufficient resolution of the question sent ; “‘ Go and shew John 
again those things which ye do hear and see : the blind receive 
their sight, and the lame walk, the lepers are cleansed, the 
deaf hear, and the dead are raised up.” (Matt. xi. 4, 5.) And 
as Jesus alleged the works which he wrought to be a sufficient 
testimony that he was the Messzas ; so did those Jews acknow- 
ledge it who said, “ When Christ cometh, will he do more 
miracles than these which this man doeth?”’ (John vii. 31.) 
And Nicodemus, a ruler among them, confessed little less: 
‘¢ Rabbi, we know that thou art a teacher come from God ; for 
no man can do these miracles that thou doest, except God be 
with him.” (John iii. 2.) Great and many were the miracles 
which Moses and the rest of the prophets wrought for the rati- 
fication of the Law, and the demonstration of God’s constant 
presence with his people; and yet all those, wrought by so 
many several persons, in the space of above three thousand 
years, are far short of those which this one Jesus did perform 
within the compass of three years. The ambitious diligence 
of the Jews hath reckoned up seventy-six miracles for Moses, 
and seventy-four for all the rest of the prophets : and supposing 
that they were so many (though indeed they were not), how 
few are they in respect of those which are written of our Saviour! 
How inconsiderable, if compared with all which he wrought! 
when St. John testifieth with as great certainty of truth as 
height of hyperbole, that “ there are many other things which 
Jesus did, the which if they should be written every one, he 
supposed that even the world itself could not contain the books 
that should be written.” (John xxi. 25.) Nor did our Saviour 
excel all others in the number of his miracles only, but in the 
power of working. Whatsoever miracle Moses wrought, he 
either obtained by his prayers, or else consulting with God, 
received it by command from him ; so that the power of miracles 
cannot be conceived as immanent or inhering in him. Whereas 
this power must of necessity be in Jesus, “in whom dwelt all 
the fulness of the Godhead bodily,” (Col. ii. 9.) and “to whom 
the Father had given to have life in himself.” (John v. 26.) 
This he sufficiently shewed by working with a word, by com- 
manding the winds to be still, the devils to fly, and the dead 
to rise: by working without a word or any intervenient sign ; 
as when the woman which “ had an issue of blood twelve years 
touched his garment, and straightway the fountain of her blood 
was dried up” (Mark y. 25. 29.) by the virtue which flowed 
out from the greater fountain of his power. And, lest this 
example should be single, we find that “the men of Gennesaret,” 
the ‘people out of all Judea and Jerusalem, and from the sea- 
coast of Tyre and Sidon, even the whole multitude sought to 
K 2 
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touch him; for there went virtue out of him, and healed them 
all.” (Matt. xiv. 34. 36. Luke vi. 17. 19.) Once indeed Christ 
seemed to have prayed, before he raised Lazarus from the 
grave, but even that was done “‘ because of the people which 
stood by ;” (John xi. 42.) not that he had not power within him- 
self to raise up Lazarus, who was afterwards to raise himself; 
but “that they might believe the Father had sent him.” (Ibid.) 
The immanency and tnherency of this power in Jesus is evident 
in this, that he was able to communicate it to whom he pleased, 
and actually did confer it upon his disciples : “ Behold I give 
unto you power to tread on serpents and scorpions, and over 
all the power of the enemy.” (Luke x. 19.) Upon the apostles : 
‘‘ Heal the sick, cleanse the lepers, raise the dead, cast out 
devils ; freely ye have received, freely give.” (Matt. x. 8.) Upon 
the first believers : “ These signs shall follow them that believe; 
in my name they shall cast out devils.” (Mark xvi. 17.) “He 
that believeth on me, the works that Ido shall he do also; and | 
greater works than these shall he do.” (John xiv. 12.) He then 
which did more actions divine and powerful than Moses and 
all the prophets ever did, he which performed them in a manner 
far more divine than that by which they wrought, hath done all 
which can be expected the Messias, foretold by them, should do. 

Nor hath our Jesus only done, but suffered, all which the 
Messias was to suffer. For we must not with the Jews deny 
a suffering Christ, or fondly of our own invention make a dou- 
ble Messzas, one to suffer, and another to reign. It is clear 
enough by the prophet Isaiah what his condition was to be, 
whom he calls the “ servant of God :” (Isa. lii. 13.) and the 
later Jews cannot deny but their fathers constantly understood 
that place of the Messzas.* 


* For, first, instead of those words, 
«« Behold, my servant shall deal pru- 
dently,” the Targum hath it plainly, xn 
xrmown stay mdoy° Behold, my Son the Messias 
shall prosper. And Solomon Jarchi on the 
place: mwa m9 vapya wma Our rabbins 
understand this of the Messias. And the 
reason which he renders of their interpre- 
tation is very observable. For they say 
(says he), thatthe Messias is stricken, as 
it is written, ‘‘ He took our infirmities, 
and bare our griefs ;” which are the words 
of the 4th verse of the 53d chapter. From 
whence we may perceive how the ancient 
Jews did join the latter part of the 52d 
chapter with the 53d, and expound them 
of the same person. Beside, he cites a 
certain Midrash, or gloss, which attributes 
the same verse to the Messias, and that 
is to be found in Bereshit Rabba upon 
Gen. xxviii. 10. where, falling upon that 
place in Zech. iv, 7. ‘“* What art thou, O 
great mountain, before Zerubbabel ?”’ he 
answers, Mw mt Syn “Ww that great moun- 


tain is the Messias. Then asking again, 
Why doth he call the Messias a great 
mountain ? he gives this answer, 5173 x*nw 
mw mr stay Saw nin”aw maxn 3 Because 
he is greater than the fathers, as it is written, 
Behold, my servant shall understand, that is, 
the Messias: which are the words of the 
verse before cited. And the same Be- 
reshit Rabba upon Gen. xxiv. 67. saith : 
Messias the King was in the generation 
of the wicked ; that he gave himself to 
seek for mercies for Israel, and to fast- 
ing and humbling himself for them, as it 
is written ; and so produceth the words of 
Isa. iii. 5. From whence it appears again, 
that the author thereof interpreted both 
the chapters of the same Messias. And 
farther it is observable that the Midrash 
upon Ruth ii. 14. expounds the same verse 
in the same manner. And Rabbi Moses 
Alshech speaks yet more fully of the con- 
sent of the ancient Jewish doctors upon 
this place, *2 api wp Tnx ADO’ 
an muna qo Sy Behold our doctors of 
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Now the sufferings of Christ spoken of by the prophet may 
be reduced to two parts: one in respect of contempt, by which 
he was despised of men; the other in respect of his death, 
and all those indignities and pains which preceded and led 


unto it. 


For the first, the prophet hath punctually described 


his condition, saying, “‘ He hath no form or comeliness, and 
when we shall see him, there is no beauty that we should de- 


sire him. 


He is despised and rejected of men.” (Isa. liii. 2, 


3.) He seems to describe a personage no way amiable, an 
aspect indeed rather uncomely :* and so the most ancient 
writers have interpreted Isaiah,+ and confessed the fulfilling of 


happy memory conclude with one mouth, as 
they have received from their ancestors, that 
this is spoken of the Messias. From hence 
it appears, that it was originally the ge- 
neral sense of the Jews, that all that piece 
of Isaiah is a description of the Messias, 
and consequently that the apostles cannot 
be blamed by them now for applying it 
to Christ ; and that the modern Jews may 
well be suspected to frame their contrary 
expositions out of a wilful opposition to 
Christianity. 

* The first > 4NM xd seems to signify 
no less, as being from the root NM which 
signifieth to form, figure, fashion, or deli- 
neate; from whence the noun attributed to 
any person signifieth the feature, com- 
plexion, shape, or composition of the 
body: as Rachel was -xn nb, forma 
pulcra, Gen. xxix. 17. and so Joseph nm» 
xn, Gen, xxxix. 6. so Abigailand Esther, 
and in general, Deut. xxi. 11. with an 
addition of fuir added to 1Nn, whereas 
David is called, without such addition, 
“xn wrx, but with the full signification 
6 dviip ayabdo ra ede, in Judges viii. 18. 
Jon 22 INN IMR Ele Golwpee viot Bartréwe, 
so the Roman ; but the Aldus and Com- 
plut. better, a e730g vidiv Cartaéwor accord- 
ing to that verse of Euripides cited by 
Athenzus and Porphyrius, 

Tlearoy prdv £1906 aZsov tugawides. 
-The Messias was to be a king, whose ex- 
ternal form and personage spake no such 
majesty. 

t As Justin Martyr: Of pcev elenvras eke 
Thy Geatny Wagouclay Tov Xeiorou, ty 7 nal 
Arig, wat aedic, ual Syntde pavhcerSas 
neuneuyprtvos torty. Dial. cum Tryph. p. 232, 
*EAOsvr0g ToD Inco emt tov “logdAvnv, xat 
yopasCopnévou “lao Tov réxroveg iow ide yew, 
nal agidovs, wo at yoadat Exhpurooy, dasvomévov. 
Ibid. p. 516. “Emeidh ye of Ev ovgavn dey ovreg 
Ewpon derdn Kal arinov To edocs nal adofoy ExovTe 
avrov, ov yrnelovres avtov, émruvOaverre: Tio 
toriy ovrog 6 Bacirevg tg Scene; Ibid. pogon. 
And Clemens Alex. Tey 32 xdgov adrty ry 
OLiv aicyedy yeyovivar dia “Hoatov +0 Ivetpee 

_pooeruper. Kai eidonev abrov, wat oom efyev 
sidoc, &c. Ped. 3. c. 1. “Omou ys xat airde 


huepaarn tig “ExnAnciag éy cagul prev deidic 
Steanrube ual aproppos. Strom. 3. c. 17. p. 
202. And Celsus impiously arguing against 
the descent of the Holy Ghost upon our 
Saviour, says: It is impossible that any 
body in which something of the Divinity 
were should not differ from others; Todro 
de (the body of Christ) obdév Zadou duégegev, 
BAD’, Ho pact, petugoy, Hal SucEdes, Hal dyewEs 
iv. This which Celsus by his ¢ acs seems 
to take from the common report of Chris- 
tians in his age, Origen will have him 
take out of Isaiah, and upon that ac- 
knowledgeth 79 duceidés, but the other two, 
pingov and ayewec, he denies : “Opeoroyoupeé- 
vog Tolvuv yéypamrar Te weet Tov duceIdéc ys- 
yovéevar TO Ingod capa, ov ev we exréOerrar, 
nai dyewes, ode capac SnAcdTas, Ort pringoy 
five Exes SE AGEIG TH Taga TH ‘Hoala avaye- 
yeapprivn, &c. |. vi §. 75. and then cites 
this place, and so returns it as an answer 
to the argument of Celsus, that because he 
was foretold to be as he was, he must be 
the Son of God: Meyadn xaracueun tort 
TOU Tov aprogpov doxcivra Elva “Incody, vidy 
elvat Deov, 70 med proddwy Eray Tho yeverewe 
avtou memeopntercbas nal weel Tov Eidoug avTOD. 
Ibid. §.76, In the same sense did St. Cyril 
take these words of the Prophet; who, 
speaking of that place of the Psalmist, 
‘ speciosus forma pre filiis hominum,’ ob- 
serves this must be understood of*his 
Divinity: Kévwors yae airo ual rarrelvwors 
THE paeTa TapKds olnovomeing SAoV EOTt TO peU- 
orhpiov yeaer Sharov ual 6 Teopnrng “Hoaiag 
epi avTov, Ov eiyev eidoc, ovde HAAG, &c. 
And again : “Ey ide: wepnvevy 6 vlog 7a) Alay 
anarrerraro. ‘Tertullian speaks plainly 
as to the prophecy, and too freely in his 
way of expression: ‘Sed carnis terrene 
non mira conditio ipsa erat, que cetera 
ejus miranda faciebat, cum dicerent, Unde 
huie doctrina hec et signa ista? Adeo nec 
humane honestatis corpus fuit, nedum 
celestis claritatis. Tacentibus apud nos 
quoque prophetis (Isa. liii. 2.) de ignobili 
aspectu ejus, ipse passiones ipseque con- 
tumeliz loquuntur. Passiones quidem 
humanam carnem, contumeliz vero in- 
honestam probavere. An ausus esset ali- 
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it in the body of our Saviour. But what the aspect of his out- 
ward appearance was, because the Scriptures are silent, we 
cannot now know: and it is enough that we are assured, the 
state and condition of his life was in the eye of the Jews with- 
out honour and inglorious. For though, “being in the form 
of God he thought it not robbery to be equal with God; yet 
he made himself of no reputation, and took upon him the form 
of a servant.” (Phil. ii. 6,7.) For thirty years he lived with 
his mother Mary and. Joseph his reputed father, of a mean 
profession, and was “ subject to them.” (Luke ii. 51.) When 
he left his mother’s house, and entered on his prophetical of- 
fice, he passed from place to place, sometimes received into a 
house, other times lodging in the fields: for while the “ foxes 
have holes, and the birds of the air have nests, the Son of man 
had not where to lay his head.” (Matt. viii. 20.) From this low 
estate of life and condition, seemingly inglorious, arose in the 
Jews a neglect of his works, and contempt of his doctrine. “Is 
not this the carpenter’s son?” (Matt. xi1.55.) nay, farther, ‘‘Isnot 
this the carpenter, the son of Mary ?* and they were offended at 
him.” (Mark vi.3.) Thus was it fulfilled in him, “he was despised 
and rejected of men, and they esteemed him not.” (Isa. liu. 3.) 

This contempt of his personage, condition, doctrine and 
works, was by degrees raised to hatred, detestation and perse- 
cution, to a cruel and ignominious death. All which if we 
look upon in the gross, we must acknowledge it fulfilled in 


quis ungue summo perstringere corpus 
novum, sputaminibus contaminare faciem 
nisi merentem? De carne Christi, c. 9. 
And that we may be sure he pointed at 
that place in Isaiah, he says, that Christ 
was : ‘Ne aspectu quidem honestus : An- 
nunciavimus enim, inquit, de illo, sicut 
puerulus, sicut radix in terra sitienti, et 
non est species ejus neque gloria.’ Adv. 
Marcion. |. iii. c. 17. and adv. Jude@os, c. 
14. This humility of Christ, in taking 
upon him the nature of man without the 
ordinary ornaments of man, at first ac- 
knewledged, was afterwards denied, as 
appears by St. Jerome, on Isaiah lvi. ‘ In- 
glorius erit inter homines aspectus ejus, 
non quo forme significat foeditatem, sed 
quod in humilitate venerit et paupertate.’ 
And Epist. 140. ‘ Absque passionibus crucis 
universis pulcrior est virgo de virgine, qui 
non ex voluntate Dei, sed ex Deo natus 
est. Nisi enim habuisset et in vultu quid- 
dam oculisque sidereum, nunquam eum 
statim secuti fuissent Apostoli, nec qui ad 
comprehendendum eum venerant, corruis- 
sent.’ So St. Chrysostom interprets the 
wordsof Isaiah of his Divinity, or humility, 
or his passion ; but those of the Psalmist, 
of his native corporal beauty: Ov yee 
Gaupraroupyay Hv Savpeaorog prdvov, GARG at 
paivsuevos Amrdwe WOAATG Eyse KAeiToG” nal 
cobra 6 moopnrng Sunray EAsyEV, Qeaiog uarrce 


araee Tous viodg Tay avOeamwyv. Homil. 28. in 
Matt. Afterwards they began to magnify 
the external beauty of his body, and con- 
fined themselves to one kind of picture or 
portraiture, with a zealous pretence of a 
likeness not to be denied, which eight 
hundred years since was known by none, 
every several country having a several 
image. Whence came that argument of 
the Iconoclaste, by way of query, which 
of those images was the true: Moregoy 4 
wepd “Parratosc, 1 Yvaree “Iv8ot ypacouri, h 7 
mae “EAAnow, 1h wae’ Aiyvarrios; ovxX 
Oproias AAAHAGS abrat. Photius Epist. 64. 
And well might none of these be like an- 
other, when every nation painted our 
Saviour in the nearest similitude to the 
people of their own country. “EAAnves prev 
AUTOLS Opeosov Em yng paviiver Tov Xprorov vopet- 
Covet, “Popeatos SE poadroy Eavroig eomorar 
"Woot DE mar proepn +h adtay, nat AlOlomwes 
Sido ws eaurors. Photius ibid. And the 
difference of opinions in this kind is suf- 
ficiently apparent out of those words in 
Suidas : "Ioréov 32 Sr pacly of aupiCéoraros 
THY loroeiMay, wo TO OVACY Hal dAsyoreIKoV 
oinerorepiv tors yeddew Em@l rig eindvog rou 
Xetrrov. 

* Kal réurovos vopsCopeévou® TavTa yar Td 
TEXTOViNG Epya sipyacero sv avOeamors wv, ceo~ 
wpa xat Cvyd. Just. Mart. Dial. cum Tryph. 
p. 316. 5 
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him to the highest degree imaginable, that he was “a man 
of sorrows and acquainted with grief.” (Isa. hii. 3.) But if 
we compare the particular predictions with the historical pas- 
sages of his sufferings; if we join the prophets and evange- 
lists together, it will most manifestly appear the Messias was 
to suffer nothing which Christ hath not suffered. If Zachary 
say, “they weighed for my price thirty pieces of silver ;” 
(Zech. xi. 12.) St. Matthew will shew that Judas sold Jesus at 
the same rate; for the chief priests “ covenanted with him for 
thirty pieces of silver.” (Matt. xxvi. 15.) If Isaiah say, that 
“he was wounded ;” (Isa. lili. 5.) if Zachary, “ they shall look 
upon me whom they have pierced ;” (Zech. xii. 10.) if the 
prophet David, yet more particularly, “‘ they pierced my hands 
and my feet ;” (Psal. xxii. 16.) the evangelists will shew how 
he was fastened to the cross, and Jesus himself “‘ the print of 
the nails.” (John xx. 25.) If the Psalmist tells us, they should 
‘‘Jaugh him to scorn, and shake their head, saying, He trusted in 
the Lord that he would deliver him, let him deliver him, seeing he 
delighted in him;” (Psal. xxii. 7, 8.) St. Matthew will describe 
the same action, and the same expression; for “they that passed 
by reviled him, wagging their heads, and saying, He trusted in 
God, let him deliver him now, if he will have him ; for he said 
Tam the Son of God.” (Matt. xxvii. 39. 43.) Let David say, 
“My God, my God, why hast thou forsaken me?” (Psal. xxii. 
1.) and the Son of David will shew in whose person the Father 
spake it, “ Eli, Eli, lama sabacthani.” (Matt. xxvii. 46.) Let 
Isaiah foretell, “he was numbered with the transgressors ;” 
(Isa, litt. 12.) and you shall find him “ crucified between two 
thieves, one on his right hand, the other on his left.” (Mark 
xv. 27.) Read in the Psalmist, “in my thirst they gave me 
vinegar to drink ;” (Psal. lxix. 21.) and you shall find in the 
evangelist, ‘‘ Jesus, that the Scripture might be fulfilled, said, 
[thirst ; and they took a sponge, and filled it with vinegar, 
and put it onareed, and gave it him to drink.” (John xix. 
28. Matt. xxvii. 48.) Read farther yet, “ they partmy garments 
among them,and cast lots upon my vesture ;” (Psal. xxii. 18.) 
and, to fulfil the prediction, the soldiers shall make good the dis- 
tinction, ‘ who took his garments, and made four parts, to every 
soldier a part, and also his coat: now the coat was without seam, 
woven from the top throughout. They said therefore among 
themselves, Let us not rend it, but cast lots for it, whose it shall 
be.” (John xix. 23, 24.) Lastly, let the prophets teach us, that 
“he shall be brought like a lamb to the slaughter, and be cut off 
out of the land of theliving;” (Isa. liii. 7,8.) all the evangelists 
will declare how like a lamb he suffered, and the very Jews will 
acknowledge, that he was cut off: and now may we well con- 
clude, ‘ Thus it is written, and thus it behoveth the Christ to 
suffer ;” (Luke xxiv. 46.) and what it so behoved him to suffer 
that he suffered. 
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Neither only in his passion, but after his death, all things 
were fulfilled in Jesus which were prophesied concerning the 
Messias. ‘He made his grave with the wicked, and with the 
rich in his death,” (Isa. hii. 9.) saith the prophet of the Christ 
to come: and as the thieves were buried with whom he was 
crucified, so was Jesus, but laid in the tomb of ‘“ Joseph of Ari- 
mathea, an honourable counsellor.” (Mark xv. 43.) “After 
two days will he revive us, in the third day he will raise us 
up,” saith Hosea (vi. 2.) of the people of Israel; in whose lan- 
guage they were the type of Cérast ; (Hos. xi. 1.) and the third 
day Jesus rose from the dead. ‘The Lord said unto my Lord, 
(saith David) Sit thou at my right hand.” (Psal. cx. 1.) Now 
‘David is not ascended into the heavens,” (Acts 1. 34.) and 
consequently cannot be set at the right hand of God ; but Jesus 
is already ascended and set down at the right hand of God: and 
so ‘all the house of Israel might know assuredly, that God hath 
made that same Jesus, whom they crucified, both Lord and 
Christ.” (Acts 1. 36.) For he who taught whatsoever the 
Messias, promised by God, foretold by the prophets, expected 
by the people of God, was to teach; he who did all which 
that Messias was by virtue of that office to do; he which suf- 
fered all those pains and indignities which that Messias was to 
suffer; he to whom all things happened after his death, the 
period of his sufferings, which were according to the divine 
predictions to come to pass: he, I say, must infallibly be the 
true Messias. But Jesus alone taught, did, suffered, and ob- 
tained all these things, as we have shewn. Therefore we may 
again infallibly conclude, that our Jesus is the Christ. 

Fourthly, If it were the proper note and character of the 
Messias, that. all nations should come in to serve him; if the 
doctrine of Jesus hath been preached and received in all parts of 
the world, according to that character so long before delivered ; 
if it were absolutely impossible that the doctrine revealed by 
Jesus should have been so propagated as it hath been, had it 
not been divine; then must this Jesus be the Messzas; and 
when we have proved these three particulars, we may safely 
conclude he is the Christ. 

That all nations were to come in to the Messzas, and so the 
distinction between the Jew and Gentile to cease at his com- 
ing, is the most universal description in all the prophecies. 
God speaks to him thus, as to his Son; “ Ask of me, and I 
will give thee the heathen for thine inheritance, and the utter- 
most parts of the earth for thy possession.” (Psal. ii. 8.) ° It 
was one greater than Solomon of whom these words were 
spoken, “ All kings shall fall down before him, all nations 
shall serve him.” (Psal. Ixxii. 11.) “It shall come to pass in 
the last days, (saith Isaiah ii. 2.) that the mountain of the 
Lord’s house shall be established in the top of the moun- 
tains, and shall be exalted above the hills, and all nations 
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shall flow unto it.” And again, “ In that day there shall be a 
root of Jesse, which shall stand for an ensign of the people; 
to it shall the Gentiles seek.” (Isa. xi. 10.) And in general 
all the prophets were but instruments to deliver the same mes- 
sage, which Malachi concludes, from God: “ From the rising 
of the sun, even to the going down of the same, my name shall 
be great among the Gentiles, and in every place incense shall 
be offered unto my name, and a pure offering: for my name 
shall be great among the heathen, saith the Lord of Hosts.” 
(Mal. i. 11.) Now being the bounds of Judea were settled, 
being the promise of God was to bring all nations in at the 
coming of the Messias, being this was it which the Jews so 
much opposed, as loath to part from their ancient and peculiar 
privilege ; he which actually wrought this work must certainly 
be the Messias: and that Jesus did it, is most evident. 

That all nations did thus come in to the doctrine preached 
by Jesus, cannot be denied. For although he “ were not sent 
but to the lost sheep of the house of Israel,” (Matt. xv. 24.) 
although of those many Israelites, which believed on him while 
he lived, very few were left immediately after his death; yet 
when the apostles had received their commission from him 
to “go teach all nations,” (Matt. xxvii. 19.) and were “ en- 
dued with power from on high” (Luke xxiv. 49.) by the plen- 
tiful effusion of the Holy Ghost; the first day there was an 
accession of “three thousand souls;” (Acts ii. 41.) imme- 
diately after we find “the number of the men, beszde women, 
was about five thousand;” (Acts. iv. 4.) and still “ believers 
were the more added to the Lord, multitudes both of men and 
women.” (Acts v.14.) Upon the persecution at Jerusalem, 
they went through the ‘regions of Judea, Galilee, and Sa- 
maria,” (Acts ix. 31.) and so the Gospel spread; insomuch 
that St. James the bishop of Jerusalem spake thus unto St. 
Paul, “ Thou seest, brother, how many thousands (or rather 
how many myriads,* that is, ten thousands) of the Jews there 
are which believe.” (Acts xxi. 20.) Beside, how great was the 
number of the believing Jews, strangers scattered through 
Pontus, Galatia, Cappadocia, Asia, Bithynia, and the rest of 
the Roman provinces, will appear out of the epistles of St. Peter, 
St. James, and St. John. And yet all these are nothing to the 
fulness of the Gentiles which came after. First, those which 
were before Gentile worshippers, acknowledging the same God 
with the Jews, but not receiving the Law; who had before 
abandoned their old idolatry, and already embraced the true 
doctrine of one God, and did confess the Deity which the 
Jews did worship to be that only true God; but yet refused 
tc be circumcised, and so to oblige themselves to the keeping 
of the whole Law. Now the apostles preaching the same God 
with Moses whom they all acknowledged, and teaching that 
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circumcision and the rest of the legal ceremonies were now 
abrogated, which those men would never admit, they were 
with the greatest facility converted to the Christian faith. For 
being present at the synagogues of the Jews, and understand- 
ing much of the Law, they were of all the Gentiles readiest to 
hear, and most capable of the arguments which the apostles 
produced out of the Scriptures to prove that Jesus was the 
Christ. Thus many of the ‘‘ Greeks that came up to worship” 
at Jerusalem, (John xii. 20.) “ devout men out of every nation 
under heaven,” (Acts ii. 5.) not men of Israel, but yet fearing 
God, did first embrace the Christian faith. After them 
the rest of the Gentiles left the idolatrous worship of their 
heathen gods, and in a short time in infinite multitudes re- 
ceived the Gospel. How much did Jesus work by one St. 
Paul to the “obedience of the Gentiles by word and deed ?”’ 
How did he pass from Jerusalem round about through Phe- 
nice, Syria, and Arabia, through Asia, Achaia, and Macedonia, 
even to Illyricum, “fully preaching the Gospel of Christ?’ 
(Rom. xv. 18, 19.) How far did others pass beside St. Paul, 
that he should speak even of his time, that the ‘‘ Gospel was 
preached to every creature under heaven?” (Col. 1. 23.) Many 
were the nations, innumerable the people, which received the 
faith in the apostles’ days: and in not many years after, not- 
withstanding millions were cut off in their bloody persecutions, 
yet did their numbers equalize half the Roman empire :* and 
little above two ages after the death of the last apostle, the 
emperors of the world gave their names to Christ, and submitted 
their sceptres to his laws, that the ‘Gentiles might come to 
his light, and kings to the brightness of his rising ;” (Isa. lx. 
3.) that “kings might become the nursing fathers, and queens 
the nursing mothers,” of the Church. (Isa. xlix. 23.) 

From hence it came to pass, that according to all the pre- 


* «Visa est mihi res digna consulta- 
tione, maxime propter periclitantium, 
numerum. Multi enim omnis etatis, 
omnis ordinis, utriusque sexus etiam, 


palatium, senatum, forum.’ Id. Apolog. 
c. 387. * Potuimus et inermes, nec rebel- 
les, sed tantummodo discordes, solius 
divortii invidia adversus vos dimicasse. 


vocantur in periculum et vocabuntur. Ne- 
que enim civitates tantum, sed vicos 
etiam atque agros, superstitionis istius 
contagio pervagata est.’ Plin. Epist. ad 
Trajanum, |. x. ep. 97. ‘ Tanta hominum 
multitudo, pars pene major civitatis cu- 
jusque, in silentio et modestia agimus.’ 
Tertull. ad Scapul. c. 2. ‘Si hostes ex- 
sertos, non tantum vindices occultos agere 
vellemus, deesset nobis vis numerorum 
et copiarum? Plures nimirum Mauri et 
Marcomanni, ipsique Parthi, vel quan- 
tecunque unius tamen loci et suorum 
finium gentes, quam totius orbis. He- 
sterni sumus, et vestra omnia implevimus, 
urbes, insulas, castella, municipia, con- 
ciliabula, castra ipsa, tribus, decurias, 


Si enim tanta vis hominum in aliquem 
orbis remoti sinum abrupissemus a vobis, 
suffudisset utique dominationem vestram 
tot qualiumcunque amissio civium, imo 
etiam et ipsa destitutione punisset: pro- 
culdubio expavissetis ad solitudinem ve- 
stram, ad silentium rerum, et stuporem 
guendam quasi mortuz urbis ; quesissetis 
quibus in ea imperassetis.’ Id. ibid. And 
Irenezus, who wrote before Tertullian, 
and is mentioned by him, speaks of the 
Christians in his time living in the Court 
of Rome: ‘Quid autem et hi qui in regali 
aula sunt fideles? nonne ex eis, que 
Cesaris sunt, habent utensilia, et his, qui 
non habent, unusquisque secundum suam 
virtutem preestat ?’ 
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dictions of the prophets, the one God of Israel, the Maker of 
heaven and earth, was acknowledged through the world for the 
only true God: that the Law given to Israel was taken for the 
true Law of God, but as given to that people, and so to cease 
when they ceased to bea people ; except the moral part thereof, 
which, as a universal rule common to all people, is still acknow- 
ledged for the Law of God, given unto all, and obliging every 
man: that all the oracles of the heathen gods, in all places 
where Christianity was received, did presently cease, and all 
the idols or the gods themselves were rejected and condemned 
as spurious. For the Lord of Hosts had spoken concerning 
those times expressly, ‘‘it shall come to pass in that day, that 
I will cut off the names of the idols out of the land, and they 
shall no more be remembered: also I will cause the prophets 
and the unclean spirit to pass out of the land.” (Zech. xiii. 2.) 

Now being this general reception of the Gospel was so an- 
ciently, so frequently foretold, being the same was so clearly 
and universally performed; even this might seem sufficient to 
persuade that Jesus is Christ. But lest any should not yet be 
fully satisfied, we shall farther shew, that it is impossible Jesus 
should have been so received for the true Messzas, had he not 
been so; or that his doctrine, which teacheth him to be the 
Christ, should be admitted by all nations for divine had it not 
been such. For whether we look upon the nature of the 
doctrine taught, the condition of the teachers of it, or the man- 
ner in which it was taught, it can.no way seem probable, that 
it should have had any such success, without the immediate 
working of the hand of God, acknowledging Jesus for his Son, 
the doctrine for his own, and the fulfilling by the hands of the 
apostles what he had foretold by the prophets. 

As for the nature of the doctrine, it was no way likely to 
have any such success. For, first, it absolutely condemned all 
other religions, settled and corroborated by a constant succes- 
sion of many ages, under which many nations and kingdoms, 
and especially at that time the Roman, had signally flourished. 
Secondly, it contained precepts far more ungrateful and trouble- 
some to flesh and blood, and contrariant to the general inclina- 
tion of mankind; as the abnegation of ourselves, the mortify- 
ing of the flesh, the love of our enemies, and the bearing of the 
cross. Thirdly, it enforced those precepts seemingly unreason- 
able, by such promises as were seemingly incredible and un- 
perceivable. For they were not of the good things of this 
world, or such as afford any complacency to our sense; but of 
such as cannot be obtained till after this life, and necessarily 
presuppose that which then seemed as absolutely impossible, 
the resurrection. Fourthly, it delivered certain predictions 
which were to be fulfilled in the persons of such as should em- 
brace it, which seem sufficient to have kept most part of the 
world from listening to it, as dangers, losses, afflictions, tribu- 
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lations; and, in sum, “all that would live godly in Christ Jesus 
should suffer persecution.” (2 Tim. ii. 12.) 

If we look upon the teachers of this doctrine, there appeared 
nothing in them which could promise any success. The first 
revealer and promulger bred in the house of a carpenter, 
brought up at the feet of no professor, despised by the high- 
priests, the Scribes and Pharisees, and all the learned in the 
religion of his nation; in the time of his preaching apprehended, 
bound, buffetted, spit upon, condemned, crucified ; betrayed in 
his life by one disciple, denied by another; at his death dis- 
trusted by all. What advantage can we perceive towards the 
propagation of the Gospel in this author of it, “ Christ crucified, 
unto the Jews a stumbling-block, and unto the Greeks foolish. 
ness?” (1 Cor. i. 23.) What in those which followed him, sent 
by him, and thence called apostles, men by birth obscure, by 
education illiterate, by profession low and inglorious? How 
can we conceive that all the schools and universities of. the 
world should give way to them, and the kingdoms and empires 
should at last come in to them, except their doctrine were in- 
deed divine, except that Jesus, whom they testified to be the 
Christ, were truly so? 

If we consider the manner in which they delivered this doc- 
trme to the world, it will add no advantage to their persons, 
or advance the probability of success. For in their delivery 
they used no such rhetorical expressions, or ornaments of elo- 
quence, to allure or entice the world; they affected no such 
subtilty of wit, or strength of argumentation, as thereby to 
persuade or convince men; they made use of no force or vio- 
lence to compel, no corporal menaces to affright mankind unto 
acompliance. But ina plain simplicity of words they nakedly 
delivered what they had seen and heard, “‘ preaching, not with 
enticing words of man’s wisdom, but in the demonstration of 
the Spirit.” (1 Cor.ii. 4.) Itis not then rationally imaginable, 
that so many nations should forsake their own religions so 
many ages professed, and brand them all as damnable, only that 
they might embrace such precepts as were most unacceptable 
to their natural inclinations, and that upon such promises as 
seemed not probable to their reason, nor could have any in- 
fluence on their sense, and notwithstanding those predictions 
which did assure them, upon the receiving of that doctrine, to 
be exposed to all kind of misery: that they should do this 
upon the authority of him who for the same was condemned 
and crucified, and by the persuasion of them who were both 
illiterate and obscure: that they should be enticed with words 
without eloquence, convinced without the least subtilty, con- 
strained without any force. I say, it is no way imaginable 
how this should come to pass, had not the doctrine of the 
Gospel, which did thus prevail, been certainly divine ; had not 
the light of the Word, which thus dispelled the clouds of all 
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former religions, come from heaven; had not that “Jesus, the 
author and finisher of our faith,” (Heb. xii. 2.) been the true 
Messias. 

To conclude this discourse. He who was in the world at the 
time when the Messias was to come, and no other at that time 
or since pretended ; he who was born of the same family, in the 
same place, after the same manner, which the prophets foretold 
of the birth of the Messias ; he which taught all those truths, 
wrought all those miracles, suffered all those indignities, re- 
ceived all that glory, which the Messias was to teach, do, suffer, 
and receive; he whose doctrine was received in all nations, ac- 
cording to the character of the Messtas: he was certainly the 
true Messias. But we have already sufficiently shewed that all 
these things are exactly fulfilled in Jesus, and in him alone. 
We must therefore acknowledge and profess, that this Jesus is 
the promised Messias, that is, the Christ. 

Having thus manifested the truth of this proposition, Jesus 
is the Christ, and shewed the interpretation of the word Christ 
to be anointed: we find it yet necessary, for the explication of 
this Article,* to inquire what was the end or immediate effect 
of his unction, and how or in what manner he was anointed to 
that end. 

For the first, as the Messias was foretold, so was he typified: 
nor were the actions prescribed under the Law less predictive 
than the words of the prophets. Nay,+ whosoever were then 
anointed, were therefore so, because he was to be anointed. 
Now it is evident, that among the Jews they were wont to anoint 
those which were appointed as kings over them :{ so ‘‘ Samuel 
said unto Saul, The Lord sent me to anoint thee to be king 
over his people, over Israel.” (1 Sam. xv. 1.) When Saul was 
rejected, and David produced before Samuel, ‘‘the Lord said, 
Arise, anoint him, for this is he.”” (1 Sam. xvi. 12.) And some 
may have contented themselves with this,§ that the Messias 
was to be aking. But not only the kings, but beside and long 
before them, the high-priests were also anointed ; insomuch as 
the anointed, || in their common language, signified their high- 


* «In Christi nomine subauditur qui 
unxit, et ipse qui unctus est, et ipsa unctio 
in qua unctus est.’ Iren. 1. iii. c. 20. 

t OF Bacsrsic mavrec nal ob yerorol amd 
Tourev etioyvov nat Baciretc uadrsioSas xal 
xpiorot. Just, Mart. Dial. cum Tryph. p.313. 

¢ ‘ Christus a chrismate dicitur: quia 
sicut antiqui reges a sacerdotibus oleo 
sacro profundebantur, sic Christus Spiritus 
Sancti infusione repletus est.’ Auctor 
Serm. 131. de Temp. 

§ ‘Sicut nunc Romanis indumentum 
purpure insigne est regie dignitatis as- 
sumptz: sic illis unctio sacri unguenti 
nomen ac potestatem regiam conferebat? 
Lactan. |. iv. c. 7 


|| For though at the first the sons of 
Aaron were anointed as well as Aaron, as 
appears, Exod. xl. 15. “‘ Thou shalt anoint 
them as thou didst anoint their father, 
that they may administer to me in the 
priest’s office :” yet they were not after 
anointed, but the successors of Aaron 
only : for, saith the text, ‘‘ Their anointing 
shall surely be an everlasting priesthood 
throughout their generations :” and, there- 
fore, after this first anointing they shall 
need no more, only the successors in the 
high-priesthood shall reiterate the unction: 
from whence the priest that is anointed 
afterwards signified the high-priest, as 
Lev. iv. 3. mwnn jan LXX. 6 dexiegeds 
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priest. And because these two were most constantly anointed, 
therefore divers have thought it sufficient to assert, that the 
Messtas was to be a king anda priest.* But being not only 
the high-priests and kings were actually anointed (though they 
principally and most frequently); for “the Lord said unto 
Elias, Go anoint Hazael to be king over Syria, and Jehu the 
son of Nimshi shalt thou anoint to be king over Israel, and 
Elisha the son of Shaphat shalt thou anoint to be prophet in 
thy room:” (1 Kings xix. 15, 16.) Therefore hence it hath 
been concluded that the three offices of prophet, priest, and 
king, belonged to Jesus as the Christ;+ and that upon good 
reason. For the commonwealth of Israel was totally ordered 
and disposed, both in the constitution and administration of it, 
for and with respect unto the Messias. The constitution of that 
people was made by a sejunction and separation of them from 
all other nations on the earth: and this began in Abraham, with 
a peculiar promise of a seed in whom all the nations should be 
blessed, and be united into one religion. That promised seed 
was the Messias, the type of whom was Isaac. ‘This separation 
was continued by the administration of that commonwealth, 
which was “‘a royal priesthood :” (1 Pet. ii. 9.) and that ad- 
ministration of the people did consist in three functions, 
prophetical, regal, sacerdotal; all which had respect unto the 
Messias,{ as the scope of all the prophets, and the complement 
of their prophecies, as the Lord of the Temple, and the end of 
all the sacrifices for which the Temple was erected, as the heir 


6 expiopeévoc, by way of explication ; 
whereas, verses the 5th and 16th of the 
same chapter, and vi. 22. they render it 
by a bare translation, 6 fepedg 6 Xgiordc: 
which by the vulgar Latin is translated, 
Sacerdos qui jure patri succederet, because 
no other but the son, which succeeded the 
father in the office of the high- priest, was 
afterwards anointed: as the Arabic, Et 
similiter sacerdos successor de filiis suis. For 
in the anointing of Aaron and his sons, 
mM) On. ny onan oNAT 5D Iw 
> 5999 779 Dox 8D INR Mund 4 RD Levi 
Ben Gerson, 1 Kings i. 

* As Lactantius: ‘ Erat Judzis ante 
preceptum, ut sacrum conficerent unguen- 
tum, quo perungi possent ii, qui voca- 
bantur ad sacerdotium vel ad regnum.’ I. 
iv.c.7. And St. Augustin: ‘ Prioribus 
Veteris Testamenti temporibus ad duas 
solas personas pertinuit unctio.’ Enarr. 
2. Psal.xxvi. §.2. ‘ Christus vel Pontificale 
vel Regium nomen est. Nam prius et 
Pontifices unguento chrismatis consecra- 
bantur et Reges.’ Ruff. in Symb. §. 8. 

$+ Torre 7 xeirpem pan prbvoy “Agxiegeios 
mapadodtiver, dAha kai Tog mere TavTA Weo- 
para ual Bacsrsvow, og ual abroig rouTw 
xpierSas provoy Bev iv rH pevew.  Huseb. 


Demonst. Evang. 1. iv. c. 15. and Hist. 1. 
i.c. 3. Wherefore St. Augustin, recollect- 
ing a place, in his eighty-three questions, 
in which he had taught the two fishes in 
the Gospel, ‘duas illas personas signifi- 
care quibus populus ille regebatur, ut per 
eas conciliorum moderamen acciperet, 
regiam scilicet et sacerdotalem, ad quas 
etiam sacrosancta illa unctio pertinebat,’ 
makes this particular retractation: ‘ Di- 
cendum potius fuit, maaime pertinebat, 
quoniam unctos aliquando legimus et 
prophetas.’ Retract.1.i. c. 26. 

t OD pedvousg 82 dpa rove apytepwovn TeTs- 
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Eixovinovs TiVAsS XploTos amsipyalovro Ors 
JH ual avror, The Tou padyou nak dAnBovs Xeicrov, 
To Kate Tavrov Bactdrsvovrog Seiou rAdyov, 
Racirsntig ual apyintic tZouriag rovg sUmous Os 
Eauray epegoy' non 06 nal avTav Ta mpopnTay 
rivdg UA Kelouares Nerrrois Ev FUMW yeyd- 
vévat TWapeihnpaprev. wo ToUTOUs amavTAs THY 
emt tov aAnSh Xerorroy, Tov EvSeoy nai oveawoy 
Adyov, avenpopay Exe, provov dexiscka Tay Cray, 
nal advo amaong Tig uTicéws Pactréd, xat 
(ovov eopnTay apximcopnrny Tou mwaTEds 
svyxavvrTa. Luseb. Hist. Ecel, }. i. c. 3. 
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of an eternal priesthood “after the order of Melchizedek,” 
(Psal. cx. 4.) and of the throne of David, or an everlasting 
kingdom. Being then the separation was to cease at the com- 
ing of the Messias, being that could not cease so long as the 
administration of that people stood, being that administration 
did consist in those three functions, it followeth that those three 
were to be united in the person of the Messzas, who was to make 
all one, and consequently, that the Christ was to be Prophet, 
Priest, and King. 

Again, the redemption or salvation which the Messzas was to 
bring, consisteth in the freeing of a sinner from the state of 
sin and eternal death, into a state of righteousness and eternal 
life. Now a freedom from sin in respect of the guilt could not 
be wrought without a sacrifice propitiatory, and therefore there 
was a necessity of a priest; a freedom from sin in respect of 
the dominion could not be obtained without a revelation of the 
will of God, and of his wrath against all ungodliness, therefore 
there was also need of a prophet; a translation from the state 
of death into eternal life is not to be effected without absolute 
authority and irresistible power, therefore a king was also 
necessary. The Messzas, then, the Redeemer of Israel, was 
certainly anointed for that end, that he might become Pro- 
phet, Priest, and King. And if we believe him whom we call 
Jesus, that is, our Saviour and Redeemer, to be Christ, we must 
assert him by his unction sent. to perform all these three offices. 

That Jesus was anomted to the prophetical office, though we 
need no more to prove it than the prediction of Isaiah, ‘‘ The 
Spirit of the Lord is upon me, because he hath anointed me to 
preach the Gospel to the poor ;” (Isa. 1x1. 1.) the explication of 
our Saviour, “This day is the Scripture fulfilled in your ears ;” 
(Luke iv. 21.) and the confession of the synagogue at Nazareth, 
who “all bare him witness, and wondered at the gracious 
words which proceeded out of his mouth :” (Luke iv. 22.) yet 
we are furnished with more ample and plentiful demonstrations ; 
for whether we consider his preparation, his mission, or his 
administration, all of them speak him fully to have performed 
it. To Jeremiah indeed God said, “ Before thou camest forth 
out of the womb, I sanctified thee, and I ordained thee a pro- 
phet unto the nations;” (Jer. 1. 5.) and of John the Baptist, 
“¢ He shall be filled with the Holy Ghost, even from his mother’s 
womb.” (Luke i. 15.) And if these became singular prophets 
by their preparative sanctification, how much more eminent 
must his prophetical preparation be, to whose mother it is said, 
“The Holy Ghost shall come upon thee, and the power of the 
Highest shall overshadow thee?” (Luke i. 35.) If the Levites 
must be “thirty years old, every one that came to do the 
service of the ministry,” (Numb. iv. 47.) Jesus will not enter 
upon the public administration of this office “ till he begin to 
be about thirty years of age.” (Luke iii. 23.) Then doth the 
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“Holy Ghost descend in a bodily shape like a dove upon him: 
then must a voice come from heaven, saying, Thou art my be- 
loved Son, in thee I am well pleased.” (Luke iii. 22.) Never 
such preparations, never such an inauguration of a prophet. 

As for his mission, never any was confirmed with such let- 
ters of credence, such irrefragable testimonials, as the formal 
testimony of John the Baptist, and the more virtual testimony 
of his miracles. “ Behold, I will send you Elijah the prophet 
before the coming of the great and dreadful day of the Lord,” 
saith God by Malachi. (iv. 5.) And John went “ before him 
in the spirit of Elias,” (Luke i. 17.) saith another Malachi, even 
an angel from heaven. This John, or Elias, saw the Spirit 
descend on Jesus, ‘‘and bare record, that this is the Son of 
God.” (John i. 34.) The Jews took notice of this testimony, 
who “ said unto him, Rabbi, he that was with thee beyond 
Jordan, to whom thou barest witness, behold the same bap- 
tizeth, and all men come unto him ;” (John iii. 26.) and Jesus 
himself puts them in mind of it, “ Ye sent unto John, and he 
bare witness unto the truth;” (John v. 33.) nay, they them- 
selves confessed his testimony to be undeniable, “John did 
no miracle, but all things that John spake of this man were 
true.” (John x. 41.) But though the witness of John were thus 
cogent, yet the testimony of miracles was far more irrefragable; 
‘‘| have greater witness than that of John (saith our Saviour); 
for the works which my Father hath given me to finish, the 
same works that I do, bear witness of me, that the Father hath 
sent me.” (John v. 36.) Notwithstanding the precedent record 
of John, Jesus requireth not an absolute assent unto his doc- 
trine without his miracles: “If I do not the works of my Fa- 
ther, believe me not.” (John x. 37.) But upon them he chal- 
lengeth belief: “ But if I do, though ye believe not me, believe 
the works; that ye may know and believe that the Father is in 
me, and I in him.” (John x. 38.) If then Moses and other 
prophets, to whom God gave the power of miracles, did assert 
their mission to be from God by the divine works which they 
wrought; much more efficacious to this purpose must the mira- 
cles of Jesus appear, who wrought more wonders than they all. 
Never therefore was there so manifest a mission of a prophet. 

Now the prophetical function consisteth in the promulgation, 
confirmation, and perpetuation of the doctrine containing the 
will of God for the salvation of man. And the perfect adminis- 
tration of the office must be attributed unto Jesus. For “ no 
man hath seen God at any time; the only begotten Son, which 
is in the bosom of the Father, he hath declared him.” (John i. 
18.) He gave unto the apostles the words which his Father gave 
him. (John xvii. 8. 14.) Therefore he hath revealed the perfect 
will of God. The confirmation of this doctrine cannot be de- 
nied him, who lived a most innocent and holy life to persuade 
it, for “he did no sin, neither was guile found in his mouth:” 
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(1 Pet. ii. 22.) who wrought most powerful and divine works 
to confirm it, and was thereby ‘‘ known” to be ‘ a teacher from 
God ;” (John iii. 2.) who died a most painful and shameful death 
to ratify it, “witnessing a good confession before Pontius 
Pilate ;” (1 Tim. vi. 13.) which in itself unto that purpose effi- 
cacious, was made more evidently operative in the raising of 
himself from death. The propagation and perpetual succession 
of this doctrine must likewise be attributed unto Jesus, as to no 
temporary or accidental prophet, but as to him who instituted 
and instructed all who have any relation to that function. For 
“the Spirit of Christ was in the prophets:” (1 Pet. i. 11.) and 
“when he ascended up on high, he gave gifts unto men.” (Eph. 
iv. 8.) For “he gave some apostles, and some prophets, and 
some pastors and teachers ; for the perfecting of the saints, for 
the work of the ministry, for the edifying of the body of Christ.” 
(Eph. iv. 11, 12.) It is then most apparent that Jesus was so 
far Christ, as that he was anointed to the prophetical office, be- 
cause his preparation for that office was most remarkable, his 
mission unto that office was undeniable, his administration of 
that office was infallible. 

Now as Jesus was anointed with the unction of Elizeus to 
the prophetical, so was he also with the unction of Aaron to 
the sacerdotal office. Not that he was called after the order 
of Aaron; “ for it is evident that our Lord sprang out of Judah, 
of which tribe Moses spake nothing concerning priesthood :” 
(Heb. vii. 14.) but after a more ancient order, according to the 
prediction of the Psalmist, “the Lord hath sworn and will not 
repent, Thou art a priest for ever after the order of Melchizedek.” 
(Psal. cx. 4. Heb. vit. 21.) But though he were of another 
order, yet whatsoever Aaron did as a priest was wholly typical, 
and consequently to be fulfilled by the Messias, as he was a 
Priest. For the priesthood did not begin in Aaron, but was 
translated and conferred upon his family before his consecra- 
tion. We read of “the priests which came near the Lord ;” 
(Exod. xix. 22.) of “ young men of the children of Israel which 
offered burnt-offerings, and sacrificed peace-offerings of oxen 
unto the Lord :” (Exod. xxiv. 5.) which without question were 
no other than the first-born,* to whom the priesthood did be- 
long. Jesus, therefore, as the first-begotten of God, was by 
right a Priest, and being anointed unto that office, performed 
every function, by way of oblation, intercession, and benedic- 
tion. ‘ Every high-priest is ordained to offer gifts and sacri- 
fices: wherefore it is of necessity that this man Jesus, if he be 
a high-priest, have somewhat also to offer.” (Heb. viii. 3.) Not 
that he had any thing beside himself, or that there was any pe- 
culiar sacrifice allowed to this Priest ; who, “ when he cometh 
into the world, saith, Sacrifice and offering thou wouldest not, 


* For the Hebrew “yi signifying juvenes, by all the Targums is rendered 423 
that is primogeniti: and so the Arabic and Persian translations. 
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but a body hast thou prepared me :” (Heb. x. 5.) and, ‘“‘ by the 
offering of this body of Jesus Christ are we sanctified.” (Heb. 
x. 10.) For he who is our Priest hath “given himself an 
offering and a sacrifice to God for a sweet smelling savour.” 
(Eph. v. 2.)* 

Now when Jesus had thus given himself a propitiatory sacri- 
fice for sin, he ascended up on high, and entered into the Holy 
of Holies not made with hands, and there appeared before God 
as an atonement for oursin. Nor is he prevalent only in his own 
oblation once offered, but in his constant intercession. ‘‘ Who 
is he that condemneth ? (saith the apostle), it is Christ that 
died, yea rather that is risen again, who is even at the right 
hand of God; who also maketh intercession for us.” (Rom. 
viii. 34.) Upon this foundation he buildeth our persuasion, 
that “he is able also to save them to the uttermost that come 
unto God by him, seeing he ever liveth to make intercession 
for them.” (Heb. vii. 25.) Nor must we look upon this as a 
servile or precarious,} but rather as an efficacious and glorious 
intercession, as of him to whom all power is given both in hea- 
ven and earth. Besides these offerings and intercedings, there 
was something more required of the priest, and that is bless- 
ing. ‘ Aaron was separated, that he should sanctify the most 
holy things, he and his sons for ever, to burn incense before 
the Lord, to minister unto him, and to bless inhis name for ever.” 
(1 Chron. xxii. 13.) We read of no other sacerdotal act per- 
formed by Melchizedek the priest of the most high God, but 
only that of blessing, and in that respect both of God and man: 
First, ““ He blessed man, and said, Blessed be Abram of the 
most high God, possessor of heaven and earth: then, Blessed 
be the most high God, which hath delivered thine enemies into 
thine hand.” (Gen. xiv. 19, 20.) Now it is observable what the 
Rabbins have delivered, that at the morning sacrifice the 
priests under the Law did bless the people with the solemn 
form of benediction, but at the evening sacrifice they blessed 
them not; to shew that in the evening of the world, the last 
days, which are the days of the Messzas, the benediction of the 
Law should cease, and the blessing of the Christ take place. 
When Zachariah the priest, the father of John Baptist, the 
forerunner of our Saviour, “‘ executed his office before God in 
the order of his course,” and the whole multitude of “ the peo- 
ple waited for him,” to receive his benediction, “he could not 
speak unto them,” (Luke i. 8.21, 22.) for he was dumb; shew- 


* « Unus ipse erat qui offerebat et quod 
offerebat.’ S. August. de Trin. l. iv. §. 19. 
“Unum cum illo manebat cui offerebat, 
unum in se fecit pro quibus offerebat ; 
unus ipse erat qui offerebat et quod offe- 
rebat.’ Jd. ibid. 

t Haeduarnrov Exomsy Incovv, ox a varée 
iyaciv wponadseovprevoy TOU mares nal mpac- 


minrovre Sovrimac. amaye viv SovAnv oyrag 
Uméovoray nal avatiay Tov wvEvpeaTOg’ OUTE yae 
TU wareds ToUTo EmiCnrelv, ovTE Tod vio gra- 
THEW, 1 cS eet Oecd StavostrOas Boutprov' BAN 
ois MEMOSEV wo avIemmos, @relTEs KapTEpEIY we 
Abyog wal magawerns., TOUT vo Tas peot 1 Ta- 


panancis. S. Greg. Naz. Orat. 36. 
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ing the power of benediction was now passing to another and 
far greater priest, even to Jesus, whose doctrine in the mount 
begins with blessed; who, when he left his disciples, “lift up 
his hands and blessed them.” (Luke xxiv. 50.) And yet this 
function is principally performed after his resurrection, as it is 
written, ‘‘ Unto you first, God, having raised up his Son Jesus, 
sent him to bless you, in turning every one of you from his 
iniquities.” (Acts ill. 26.) It cannot then be denied that 
Jesus, who offered up himself a most perfect sacrifice and 
oblation for sin, who still maketh continual intercession for 
us, who was raised from the dead, that he might bless us with 
an everlasting benediction, is a most true and most perfect 
Priest. 

The third office belonging to the Messcas was the regal, as 
appeareth by the most ancient tradition of the Jews,* and by 
the express predictions of the prophets. ‘ Yet have I set my 
king (saith the Psalmist), upon my holy hill of Sion.” (Psal. 
li. 6.) ‘* Unto us a child is born, unto us a son is given, and the 
government shall be upon his shoulder,” saith the prophet 
Isaiah, (ix. 6.) who calleth him the “ Prince of peace,” shew- 
ing the perpetuity of his power, and particularity of his seat. 
“‘ Of the increase of his government and peace there shall be 
no end, upon the throne of David, and upon his kingdom, to 
order it, and to establish it with judgment and with justice, 
from henceforth even for ever.” (Isa. ix. 7.) All which most 
certainly belongs unto our Jesus, by the unerring interpretation 
of the angel Gabriel, who promised the blessed Virgin that 
“the Lord God” should “give unto” her son “ the throne of 
his father David, and he shall reign over the house of Jacob 
for ever, and of his kingdom there shall be no end.” (Luke i. 
32, 33.) He acknowledgeth himself this office, though by a 
strange and unlikely representation of it, the riding on an ass ; 
but by that it was “ fulfilled which was spoken by the prophet, 
Tell ye the daughter of Sion, Behold thy King cometh unto 
thee, meek, and sitting on an ass.” (Matt. xxi. 4, 5.) He made 
as strange a confession of it unto Pilate; for when he said unto 
him, “ Art thou a king then? Jesus answered, Thou sayest that 
Iamaking. To this end was I born, and for this cause came 
I into the world, that I should bear witness unto the truth.” 
(John xviii. 37.) The solemn inauguration into this office was 
at his ascension into heaven, and his session at the right hand 
of God: not but that he was by right a King before, but the 
full and public execution was deferred till then, “ when God 
raised him from the dead, and set him at his own right hand in 
the heavenly places, far above all principality, and power, and 
might, and dominion.” (Eph. i. 20, 21.) Then he, whose “‘ name 
is called the Word of God, had on his vesture and on his 


* For the Chaldee paraphrase in the most places where ft mentioneth the 
Messias doth it with the addition of king, xnwm Nx29D. 
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thigh a name written, King of kings, and Lord of lords.” 
(Rev. xix. 13, 16.) | 

This regal office of our Saviour consisteth partly in the rul- 
ing, protecting, and rewarding of his people; partly in the 
coercing, condemning, and destroying of his enemies. First, 
he ruleth in his own people, by delivering them a Law by which 
they walk: by furnishing them with his grace, by which they 
are enabled to walk init. Secondly, he protecteth the same, 
by helping them to subdue their lusts, which reign in their 
mortal bodies; by preserving them from the temptation of the 
world, the flesh, and the devil; by supporting them in all their 
afflictions ; by delivering them from all their enemies. Thirdly, 
whom he thus rules and protects here, he rewards hereafter in 
a most royal manner, making them “kings and priests. unto 
God and his Father.” (Rev. 1. 6.) On the contrary, he sheweth 
his regal dominion in the destruction of his enemies, whether 
they were temporal or spiritual enemies. Temporal, as the 
Jews and Romans, who joined together in his crucifixion. 
While he was on earth he told his disciples, “There be some 
standing here, which shall not taste of death till they see the 
Son of man coming in his kingdom :” (Matt. xvi. 28.) and in 
that kingdom he was then seen to come, when he brought utter 
destruction on the Jews by the Roman armies, not long after 
to be destroyed themselves. But beside these visible enemies, 
there are other spiritual, those which hinder the bringing in of 
his own people into his Father’s kingdom, those which refuse 
to be subject unto him, and consequently deny him to be their 
King; as all wicked and ungodly men, of whom he hath said, 
‘These mine enemies, which would not that I should reign 
over them, bring hither, and slay them before me.” (Luke xix. 
27.) Thus sin, Satan, and death, being the enemies to his king- 
dom, shall all be destroyed in their order. ‘ For he must reion 
till he hath put all his enemies under his feet: and the last 
enemy that shall be destroyed is death.” (1 Cor. xv. 25, 26.) 
Thus is our “ Jesus” become the ‘ Prince of the kings of the 
earth ;” (Rev. i. 5.) thus is the “ Lamb” acknowledged to be 
‘Lord of lords, and King of kings.” (Rev. xvii. 14.) 

Wherefore seeing we have already shewed that the prophe- 
tical, sacerdotal, and regal offices were to belong unto the pro- 
mised Messias, as the proper end and immediate effect of his 
unction; seeing we have likewise declared how Jesus was 
anointed to these offices, and hath and doth actually perform the 
same in all the functions belonging to them: there remaineth 
nothing for the full explication of this particular concerning 
the Christ, but only to shew the manner of this unction, which 
is very necessary to be explained. For how they were anointed 
under the Law, who were the types of the Messias, is plain and 
evident, because the manner was prescribed, and the materials 
were visible: God appointed an oil to be made, and appro- 
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priated it to that use; and the pouring that oil upon the body 
of any person was his anointing to that office for which he was 
designed. But being that oil so appropriated to this use was 
lost many hundred years before our Saviour’s birth, being the 
custom of anointing in this manner had a long time ceased, 
being howsoever we never read that Jesus was at all anownted 
with oil; it remaineth still worthy of inquiry, how he was 
anointed, so as to answer to the former unctions ; and what it 
was which answered to that oil, which then was lost, and was 
at the first but as a type of this which now we search for. 

The Jews* tell us, that the anointing oil was hid in the days 
of Josiah, and that it shall be found and produced again when 
the Messtas comes, that he may be anointed with it, and the 
kings and high-priests of his days. But though the loss of 
that oil bespake the destruction of that nation, yet the Christ 
which was to come needed no such unction for his consecra- 
tion; there being as great a difference between the typical and 
correspondent oil, as between the representing and represented 
Christ. The prophet David calleth it not by the vulgar name 
of oil of unction, but the “ oil of gladness.” (Psal.xlv. 7.) For 
though that place may in the first sense be understood of So- 
lomon, whom when Zadok the priest anointed, “They blew 
the trumpet, and all the people said, God save king Solomon. 
And all the people came up after him, and the people piped 
with pipes, and rejoiced with great joy, so that the earth rent 
with the sound of them,’ (1 Kings 1. 39, 40.) though from 
thence it might be said of him, ‘‘ Thy God hath anointed thee 
with the oil of gladness above thy fellows:” (Psal. xlv. 7.) yet 
being those words are spoken unto God, as well as of God, 
(“‘ therefore God, thy God’’}) the oil with which that God is 
anointed, must in the ultimate and highest sense, signify a far 
greater gladness than that at Solomon’s coronation was, even 
the fountain of all joy and felicity in the Church of God. 

The ancientsf{ tell us that this oil is the Divinity itself, and 


NT 2 wapr wny mvnn moo * 
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> Drm ya mdoytan In the days of the Mes- 
sias God will restore unto his people the oil 
of unction which Moses made, which was 
hidden with the Ark; and the kings and 
high-priests shall be anointed with it in those 
days. Abarbanel Comment. ad 30. Exodi. 
Now the loss of that oil, which they call 
the hiding of it, may well be thought to 
foretell the period of the Mosaical admi- 
nistration, being, they confess, that after 
that they never had any priests anointed, 
because they had no power to make the 
same oil. So plainly confesseth the same 
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+ ‘ Duas personas, ejus qui unctus est 
Dei, et qui unxit, intellige. Unde et 
Aquila Elohim om5x verbum Hebraicum 
non nominativo casu, sed vocativo, inter- 
pretatur, dicens 9: et nos propter intel- 
ligentiam Dee posuimus, quod Latina Jin- 
gua non accipit, ne quis perverse putet 
Deum dilecti et amantissimi et Regis bis 
Patrem nominari.’ S. Hieron. Epist. 104. 
‘Quod sequitur, Unsit te, Deus, Deus tuus, 
primum nomen Dei vocativo casu intel- 
ligendum est, sequens nominativo ; quod 
satis miror cur Aquila non, ut cceperat in 
primo versiculo, vocativo casu interpre- 
tatus sit, sed nominativo, bis nominans 
Deum, qui supradictum unxerit Deum.’ 
Idem. Ibid. 

t So Greg. Naz. expounds the place: 
“Ov Exeirev EAatoy dyarMdoews Wage rovg 
peTOXIUS aVTOD, Xpioag THY dVIewHITNTA Th 
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in the language of the Scriptures it is the Holy Ghost. St. 
Peter teacheth us “ how God anointed Jesus of Nazareth with 
the Holy Ghost, and with power.” (Acts x. 38.) Now though 
there can be no question but the Spirit is the oil, yet there is 
some doubt, when Jesus was anointed with it. For we know 
the angel said unto the blessed Virgin, “ the Holy Ghost shall 
come upon thee, and the power of the Highest shall oversha- 
dow thee: therefore also that holy thing which shall be born 
of thee, shall be called the Son of God.” (Luke i. 35.) From 
whence it appeareth that from the conception, or at the incar- 
nation Jesus was sanctified by the Holy Ghost, and the power 
of the Highest; and so consequently, as St. Peter spake, he 
was “ anointed then with the Holy Ghost, and with power.’’* 
Again, being we read that after he was thirty years of age, the 
Spirit “like a dove descended and lighted upon him ;” (Matt. 
ii. 16.) and he, descending in the power of the Spirit into 
Galilee, said unto them of Nazareth, ‘“‘ This day is this Scrip- 
ture fulfilled in your ears, (meaning that of Isaiah, xi. 1.) The 
Spirit of the Lord is upon me, because he hath anointed me to 
preach the Gospel ;” (Luke iv. 18.) hence hath it been also col- 
lected, that his unction was performed at his baptism.+ Nor 
need we contend which of these two was the true time of our 
Saviour’s unction, since neither is destructive of the other, and 
consequently both may well consist together. David, the most 
undoubted type of the Messias, was anointed at Bethlehem; 
for there “‘Samuel took the horn of oil, and anointed him in 
‘the midst of his brethren: and the Spirit of the Lord came upon 
David from that day forward.” (1 Sam. xvi. 13.) Of which 
unction those words of God must necessarily be understood, 
“J have found David my servant; with my holy oil have I 


Sedenti, Sore woiioas Ta ayaporege By, And 
again : Xpiords 82 ded tiv Serna (not that 
his Divinity was anointed, or Christ 
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T® xXpicpatt Tio cagrwoews. Germanus 
Constant. Rer. Eccl. Contempl. Biblioth. 
Patr. Gr. vol. ii. p. 132. KeygicSas o2 
ob ETEewS Hapcey Tov Vidv, H OTL HaTa Tapxa 
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gavra. Titus Bostrens. ad Luc. iv. 18. 
ibid. p. 783. ‘Deus est qui ungit, et 
Deus qui secundum carnem ungitur Dei 
filius. Denique quos habet unctionis suze 
Christus nisi in carne participes? Vides 
igitur, quia Deus a Deo unctus, sed in 
assumptione nature unctus humane Dei 
Filius designatur.’ S. Ambros. de Fide, 1.1. 


c. 3. ‘ Hec omnia carni conveniunt, cui 
plissimum et gloriosissimum Verbum uni- 
tum est pro salute cunctorum.’ Cassio- 
dorus in Psal. xliv. 

¢ St. Jerome, mentioning that place of 
the Psalm: ‘Quando consortes nominantur, 
naturam carnis intellige ; quia Deus con- 
sortes substantiz sue non habet. Et quia 
erat unctio spiritualis et nequaquam hu- 
mani corporis, (ut fuit in sacerdotibus 
Judeorum) idcirco pre consortibus, id 
est, ceteris sanctis, unctus esse memora- 
tur. Cujus unctio illo expleta est tempore 
quando baptizatus est in Jordane, et Spi- 
ritus Sanctus in specie Columbe descen- 
dit super eum, et mansit in illo.’ Com- 
ment. in Esaiam, c. 61. ‘In illa columba 
quee super ipsum post baptisma descendit, 
cum sacramento baptismatis, et veri sa- 
cerdotii jura suscepit, fuso videlicet super 
eum oleo exsultationis, de quo Psalmista 
canit; Unait te, inquit, Deus, Deus tuus.’ 
Petrus Damianus, Opuscul. vi. c. 4. 
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anointed him.” (Psal. Ixxxix. 20.) And yet he was again 
anointed at Hebron ; first “ over the house of Judah,” (2 Sam. 
ii. 4.) then over “‘all the tribes of Israel.” (2 Sam. v. 3.) As 
therefore David at his’ first unction received the Spirit of God, 
and a full right unto the throne of Israel, which yet he was not 
to exercise till the death of Saul and acceptation of the tribes ; 
and therefore when the time was come that he should actually 
enter upon his regal office, he was again anointed: so our 
Jesus, the son of David, was first sanctified and anointed with 
the Holy Ghost at his conception, and thereby received a right 
unto, and was prepared for, all those offices which belonged to 
the Redeemer of the World: but when he was to enter upon 
the actual and full performance of all those functions which 
belonged to him, then doth the same Spirit which had sanc- 
tified him at his conception, visibly descend upon him at his 
inauguration. And that most properly upon his baptism ; be- 
cause, according to the customs of those ancient nations, wash- 
ing was wont to precede their unctions:* wherefore “ Jesus, 
when he was baptized, went up straightway out of the water: 
And lo, the heavens were opened unto him, and he saw the 
Spirit of God descending like a dove.” (Matt. 11.16.) As 
David sent Solomon to be anointed at Gihon: from whence 


* As appears by those entertainments so frequently mentioned by Homer in his 

Gdyssey ; as when Telemachus is entertained by Nestor : 

Topoa dé Tnrguaxoy Aovcey xarii MoAundorn, 

Nécrogos owrorarn Suydarne NnAniaduor 

Adrae tare! AodcY re nal Exercev Alor’ Edaiw. Od. 1. 463. 
And Telemachus and Pisistratus are invited to the court of Menelaus ; 

"Eg p aoapalvOous Bavreg e0Leorag Aovcayro 

Tovs S ésre} ody Smal rovicay nal yxeicav éraiw. Od. A. 48. 
Thus Ulysses is entertained, Od. ©. thus Pyreus and Telemachus, Od. Pp. And Venus 
returning to Paphus, is so ordered by the Charites ; 

"Bvda dé pew Xaprveg hovicay nai ypicav éralw 

"AmCpérw, ola Deods Erevnvodey aisvédvrac. Od. ©. 364. 
So Helena speaks of her entertaining Ulysses in a disguise ; 

"AAN Gre Bn pasy Eydy Eddev uot ypiovéraio. Od. A. 252. 
It is apparent that this was the custom of the ancient Greeks. Of which Eustathius 
gives this reason ; “Edatw Exelovro of Aovrdmtvr E@AaTTOVTES TOUS ToLATKODS Toe0Us, wo ay 
METH Dovtply oréyoiev Tiy bygotnTa. This custom was so ancient and general, that the 
Greeks had one word to express this anointing with oil after washing with water, 
which they called xiraa and xutadcas. Etymol. XutrAdoat, ox amrdo +d adstbasr, ddad 
T0 Eml AourpH dasipacSa:. Schol. Aristoph. Vesp, v. 506. Xirra 32 xvplag, 73 byeod Ext dard 
Wares Wwrog To caHuaros drsibarSa:. Hesych. Xdrra, ro ep’ Warog Fratoy' and, yurracas, 
TO adeinlar werd +0 hovoardai. Hence, when Nausicaa went unto the pools to wash, 
her mother gave her a box of oil. Od. z.79. 

AGut SF yeucein ev AnuvSw byply Erasov, 

Elws xuTAdoaire civ dpepimdroios yuvaskiy. 
Where the old Scholiast, xurrAscarro, Aovsapeévn adsiarro’ and Eustathius, Elws xuTAd- 
TaKro, avTt To, Cw era AvuTEeoY YUTAwSEin dAEipamévn Which exposition is warranted 
by the performance aftermentioned, 

Al BE Aoerodprtvas wad drgibapesvar Alm’ grain. v. 96. ~ 
And as this was the ancient custom of the Greeks, so was it also the common custom 
of the Jews, as appears by the words of Naomi to Ruth, “ wash thyself, therefore, 
and anoint thee, and put thy raiment upon thee.” Ruth iii. 3. 
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arose that ancient observation of the Rabbins, that ‘ kings were 
not to be anointed but by a fountain.’”* | 

Now as we have shewn that Jesus was anointed with the Holy 
Ghost, lest any should deny any such descension to be a proper 
or sufficient unction, we shall farther make it appear, that the 
effusion, or action of the Spirit, eminently containeth whatso- 
ever the Jews have imagined to be performed or signified by 
those legal anointings. Two very good reasons they render 
why God did command the use of such anointing oil, as in re- 
spect of the action. First, that it might signify the divine elec- 
tion of that person, and designation to that office: from whence 
it was necessary that it should be performed by a prophet, 
who understood the will of God. Secondly, that by it the 
person anointed might be made fit to receive the divine influx. 
For the first, it is evident there could be no such infallible sign 
of the divine designation of Jesus to his offices, as the visible 
descent of the Spirit attended with “a voice from heaven,” in- 
stead of the hand of a prophet, saying, “This is my beloved 
Son, in whom [ am well pleased.” (Matt. 111.17.) For the se- 
cond, this spiritual unction was so far.from giving less than an 
aptitude to receive the divine influx, that it was that divine 
influx, nay, the Divinity itself, the Godhead dwelling in him 
bodily. 

Er ren pect of the matter, they give two causes why it was oil, 
and not any other liquor. First, because of all other, it signi- 
fies the greatest glory and excellency. The olive was the first 
of trees mentioned as fit for sovereignty, in regard of its “ fat- 
ness, wherewith they honour God and man.” (Judg. ix. 9.) 
Therefore it was fit that those persons which were called toa 
greater dignity than the rest of the Jews, should be consecrated 
by oil, as the best sign of election to honour. And can there 
be a greater honour than to be the Son of God, the beloved 
Son, as Jesus was proclaimed at this unction, by which he was 
consecrated to such an office, as will obtain him a name far 
above all names? Secondly, they tell us that oil continueth 
uncorrupted longer than any other liquor. And indeed it hath 
been observed to preserve not only itself but other things from 
corruption ;t+ hence they conclude it fit their kings and priests, 
whose succession was to continue for ever, should be anointed 
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* They say in the Gemara, that this is 
a maxim of the doctors, 139 N12 x 
:yeynr Sy xox mada ox pw PX 29 
Abarbanel in 30 Exod. The end of which 
ceremony was to shew the prolonging of 
his kingdom, who was so anointed ; and 
the original is referred to the anointing 
of Solomon, 1 Kings i. 39. For so it fol- 
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+ ‘ Unguenta optime servantur in ala- 


bastris, odores in oleo.’ Plin. Hist. 1, xiii. 


‘Existimatur et ebori vindicando 
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with oil, the most proper emblem of eternity. But even by this 
reason of their own, their unction has ceased, being the suc- 
cession of their kings and priests is long since cut off, and their 
eternal and eternizing oil lost long before; and only that one 
Jesus, who was anointed with the most spiritual oil, “ con- 
tinueth ever; and therefore hath an unchangeable priesthood, 
as being made not after the law of a carnal commandment, but 
after the power of an endless life.” (Heb. vii. 24. 16.) 

Beside, they observe, that simple oil, without any mixture 
was sufficient for the candlestick ; but that which was designed 
for unction must be compounded with principal spices, which 
signify a good name, always to be acquired by those in places 
of greatest dignity by the most laudable and honourable ac- 
tions. And certainly never was such an admixion of spices as 
in the unction of our Saviour, by which he was endued with all 
variety of the graces of God, by which he was enabled to “ offer 
himself a sacrifice for a sweet-smelling savour.” (Eph. v. 2.) 
For as he was “ full of grace and truth; so of his fulness have 
we all received, grace for grace;” (John i. 14. 16.) and as we 
“have received anointing of him,” (1 John ii. 27.) so we “are 
unto God a sweet savour of Christ.” (2 Cor. ui. 15.) 

Again, it was Sufficient to anoint the vessels of the sanc- 
tuary in any part; but it was particularly commanded that the 
oil should be poured upon the head of the kings and priests, 
as the seat of all the animal faculties, the fountain of all dig- 
nity, and original* of all the members of the body. This 
was more eminently fulfilled in Jesus, who, by his unction, or 
as Christ, became ‘ the head of the Church;” (Col, i. 18.) nay, 
the “head of all principality and power, from which all the 
body by joints and bands having nourishment ministered, and 
knit together, increaseth with the increase of God.” (Col. 
WESTON TOA 

Lastly, They observe, that though in the vessels nothing 
but a single unction was required; yet in the kings and 
priests there was commanded, or at least practised, both 
unction and effusion; as it is written ‘‘He poured of the 
anointing oi] upon Aaron’s head, and anointed him to sanctify 
him :” (Lev. vil. 12.) the first to signify their separation, the 
second to assure them of the falling of the Spirit upon them. 
Now what more clear, than that our Christ was anointed by 
effusion, whether we look upon his conception, “the Holy 
Ghost shall come upon thee ;” (Luke i. 35.) or his inaugura- 
tion, “the Spirit descended and lighted upon him?” (Matt. 
iii. 16.) And thus, according unto all particulars required by 
the Jews themselves to complete their legal unctions, we have 
sufficiently shewed that Jesus was, as most eminently, so most 
properly, anointed with the Spirit of God. 


* According to the Etymology in the Hebrew language, of which Abarbanel here 
takes notice; + Onaw ny nym Stax 55 MwRd NIT SD WR NIP? 395) 
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Wherefore being we have shewn that a Messias was to come 
into the world; being we have proved that he is already come, 
by the same predictions by which we believe he was to come; 
being we have demonstrated that Jesus born in the days of 
Herod, was and is that promised Messias; being we have 
farther declared, that he was anointed to those offices, which 
belonged to the Messias, and actually did and doth still per- 
form them all; and that his anointing was by the immediate 
effusion of the Spirit, which answereth fully to all things re- 
quired in the legal and typical unction: I cannot see what 
farther can be expected for explication or confirmation of this 
truth, that Jesus as the Christ. 

The necessity of believing this part of the Article is most 
apparent, because it were impossible he should be our Jesus, 
except he were the Christ. For he could not reveal the way 
of salvation, except he were a prophet; he could not work 
out that salvation revealed, except he were a priest; he could 
not confer that salvation upon us, except he were a king; he 
could not be Prophet, Priest, and King, except he were the 
Christ. This was the fundamental doctrine which the apostles 
not only testified, as they did that of the resurrection, but 
argued, proved, and demonstrated out of tiie Law and the 
Prophets. We find St. Paul, at Thessalonica, ‘ three sab- 
bath-days, reasoning with them out of the Scriptures, opening 
and alleging that Christ must needs have suffered and risen 
again from the dead; and that this Jesus whom I preach 
unto you, is Christ.” (Acts xvii. 2,3.) We find him again at 
Corinth “pressed in spirit, and testifying to the Jews, that 
Jesus was Christ.” (Acts xviii. 5.) Thus Apollos, by birth 
a Jew, but instructed in the Christian faith by Aquila and 
Priscilla, “‘ mightily convinced the Jews, and that publicly, 
shewing by the Scriptures, that Jesus was Christ.” (Acts 
xvii. 28.) This was the touchstone by which all men at first 
were tried, whether they were Christian or anti-Christian ; 
“ For whosoever believeth (saith St. John) that Jesus is the 
Christ, is born of God.” (1 John v. 1.) What greater com- 
mendation of the assertion of this truth? “Who is a har 
(saith the same apostle), but he that denieth that Jesus is the 
Christ ? This man is the antichrist, as denying the Father and 
the Son.” (1 John ii, 22.) What higher condemnation of the 
negation of it? 

Secondly, As it is necessarily to be believed as a most 
fundamental truth, so it hath as necessary an influence upon 
our conversations ; because except it hath so, it cannot clearly 
be maintained. Nothing can be more absurd in a disputant, 
than to pretend to demonstrate a truth as infallible, and at 
the same time to show it impossible. And yet so doth every 
one who professeth faith in Christ already come, and liveth 
not according to that profession: for thereby he proveth, as 
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far as he is able, that the true Christ is not yet come, at least 
that Jesus is not he. We sufficiently demonstrate to the Jews 
that our Saviour, who did and suffered so much, is the true 
Messias; but by our lives we recall our arguments, and 
strengthen their wilful opposition. For there was certainly 
a promise, that when Christ should come, “ the wolf should 
dwell with the lamb, and the leopard should lie down with 
the kid, and the calf and the young lion and the fatling toge- 
ther, and a little child should lead them ;” (Isa. xi. 6.) that is, 
there should be so much love, unanimity, and brotherly kind- 
ness in the kingdom of Christ, that all ferity and inhumanity 
being laid aside, the most different natures and inclinations 
should come to the sweetest harmony and agreement. Whereas 
if we look upon ourselves, we must confess there was never 
more bitterness of spirit, more rancour of malice, more heat 
of contention, more manifest symptoms of envy, hatred, and 
all uncharitableness, than in those which make profession of 
the Christian faith. It was infallibly foretold, that ‘ when 
the Law should go forth out of Zion, and the word of the Lord 
from Jerusalem, they should beat their swords into plough- 
shares, and their spears into pruning-hooks: pation should 
not lift up sword against nation, neither should they learn 
war any more:” (Isa. ii. 3, 4.) whereas there is no other art 
so much studied, so much applauded, so violently asserted, 
not only as lawful, but as necessary. Look upon the face of 
Christendom, divided into several kingdoms and principali- 
ties: what are all these but so many public enemies, either 
exercising or designing war? The Church was not more fa- 
mous, or did more increase by the first blood, which was shed 
in the primitive times through the external violence of ten 
persecutions, than now it is infamous, and declines through 
constant violence, fraud, and rapine, through public engage- 
ments. of the greatest empires in arms, through civil and in- 
testine wars, and, lest any way of shedding Christian blood 
should be unassayed, even by massacres. It was likewise 
prophesied of the days of the Messzas, that all idolatry should 
totally cease, that all false teachers should be cut off, and un- 
clean spirits restrained. (Zech. xiii. 2.) And can we think 
that the Jews, who really abhor the thoughts of worshipping 
an image, can ever be persuaded there is no idolatry commit- 
ted in the Christian church? Or can we excuse ourselves in 
the least degree from the plague of the locusts. of Egypt, the 
false teachers? Can so many schisms and sects arise and 
spread, can so many heresies be acknowledged and counte- 
nanced, without false prophets and unclean spirits? If then 
we would return to the bond of true Christian love and cha- 
rity, if we would appear true lovers of peace and tranquillity, 
if we would truly hate the abominations of idolatry, false 
doctrine, and heresy, let us often remember what we ever pro- 


156 ARTICLE Ii. 


fess in our CREED, that Jesus is the Christ, that the kingdom of 
the Messias cannot consist with these impieties. 

Thirdly: The necessity of this belief appeareth, in respect 
of those offices which belong to Jesus, as he is the Christ. We 
must look upon him as upon the prophet anointed by God to 
preach the Gospel, that we may be incited to hear and em- 
brace his doctrine, Though Moses and Elias be together 
with him in the mount, yet the voice from heaven speaketh of 
none but Jesus, “‘ Hear ye him.” (Matt. xvii. 5.) He is that 
Wisdom, “the delight of God,” crying in the Proverbs, 
“‘ Blessed is the man that heareth me, watching daily at my 
gates, waiting at the posts of my doors.” (Prov. viii. 30. 34.) 
“There is one thing needful, (saith our Saviour,) and Mary 
chose that good part, who sat at Jesus’ feet, and heard his 
word.” (Luke x. 42. 39.) Which devout posture teacheth us, 
as a willingness to hear, so a readiness to obey ; and the pro- 
per effect, which the belief of this prophetical office worketh 
in us, is our obedience of faith. We must farther consider 
him as our high-priest, that we may thereby add confidence 
to that obedience. For we have “boldness to enter into the 
holiest by the blood of Jesus; yea, having a high-priest over 
the house of God, we may draw near with a true heart, in full 
assurance of faith.” (Heb. x. 19. 21,22.) And as this breed- 
eth an adherence and assurance in us, so it requireth a resig- 
nation of us. For if Christ have redeemed us, we are his; if 
he died for us, it was that we should live to him: if we be 
“bought with a price,” we are no longer our own; but we 
must ‘“ glorify God in our body, and in our spirits, which are 
God’s.” (1 Cor. vi. 20.) Again, an apprehension of him as a 
King, is necessary for the performance of our true and entire 
allegiance to him. “Send the Lamb to the Ruler of the 
earth,” (Isa. xvi. 1.) do him homage, acknowledge him your 
King, shew yourselves faithful and obedient subjects. We 
can pretend, and he hath required, no less. As soon as he let 
the apostles understand, that, ‘“‘ all power was given unto him 
in heaven and earth,” he charged them to “ teach all nations, 
to observe all things whatsoever he commanded them.” (Matt. 
xxvili. 18. 20.) Can we imagine he should so strictly enjoin 
subjection to “ higher powers,” (Rom. xii. 1.) the highest of 
whom are here below, and that he doth not expect exact obe- 
dience to him who is exalted ‘ far above all principalities and 
powers, and is set down at the right hand of God?” (Eph. 1. 
21. 20.) It is observable, that in the description of the 
coming of the Son of man, it is said, ‘‘ the King shall say unto 
them on his right hand, Come, ye blessed of my Father, inherit 
the kingdom prepared for you :” (Matt. xxv. 34.) which title 
as it secures hope, in respect of his power; as it magnifies our 
reward, by the excellency of our inheritance; so also it teach- 
eth us the indispensable condition of obedience. 
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Fourthly, The belief of Jesus the Christ, is necessary to in- 
struct us what it is to be a Christian, and how far we stand 
obliged by owning that name. Those who did first embrace 
the faith, were styled ‘disciples, * (as when the ‘‘ number of 
the disciples were multiplied,” Acts vi. 1, 7.) or ‘ believers,’ 
(Acts v. 14. 1 Tim. iv. 12.) or ‘ brethren,’ (Acts and Epistles, 
often) or ‘men of the church,’ or ‘ callers upon the name of 
Christ,’ (Acts ix. 21.) or ‘men of the way ;’f or by their ene- 
mies ‘ Nazarenes,’ (Acts xxiv. 5.) and ‘ Galileans.’ (Acts 11. 7.) 
But in a short time they gained a name derived from their 
Saviour, though not from that name of his which signifieth 
salvation; for, from Christ, they were called ‘ Christians.’ 
A title so honourable, and of such concernment, that St. Luke 
hath thought fit to mention the city in which that name was 
first heard. ‘“ And the disciples were called Christians first at 
Antioch,” (Acts xi. 26.)§ as the Scriptures assure us; so 


* For when our Saviour gave that com- 
mand to his apostles, MogeuOévre¢ ody pra- 
Ontedcate wayvra ta EQ9vn, Go make all na- 
tions disciples, they which delivered the 
Gospel, were paduredovres, they which 
were taught it and received it, were at 
that time weSnrevSévrec, and after by a 
name habitual, wednrat, translated by 
Tertullian discentes, ordinarily discipuli. 
MaSntiig ovy Eoriv, wo pravSavopsey Wap avTOD 
Tov Kuplov, wag 6 TH Kueln meoreex dmevos, 
BOTE anorovesiy avtw, ToUTETTIV, AxKOvELY Tay 
Aya adrod, morevey Te xal meiOerOar arta 
wo termrérn, ual Bactrel, ual iarea, nat ds- 
Sucnarw arnSelac, ear” érsrids Cwrig alwviov. 
S. Basil. de Baptism. 1.1. §.2. Thus then, 
in the language of the Scriptures, wadn- 
revew Tiyz, is to make a disciple ; as, aQn- 
revoayres Euavoug, Acts xiv. 21. uadnredery 
ivi, to be a disciple ; as, Joseph of Arima- 
thea, éuabnreuce 7H “Incov, Matt. xxvii. 57. 
MaSnrevinves the same; as, yeaumarer¢ 
poadnrevdelo sig tiv Bactrsiay trav odeavay, 
Matt. xiii, 52. Thus paSntevdiva: ro 
Kupiw, is often used by St. Basil de Bap- 
tismate, whose title is: “Ort dst mpartov wa- 
OnvevOiivar ra Kuglw, wat tore natalimcivar 
Tov aylov Bamticwaros’ according to our 
Saviour’s method. Hence those which 
were first converted to the faith, were 
called wadurat, as the disciples of Christ 
their doctor and master. 

+ OL dod Tig éxuAnciac,as when Herod 
stretched forth his hand, xaxdoat tiwag ray 
amd vig ExxAncias, to mischief some of those 
which were of the Church. 

t As when Saul went down to Da- 
mascus with a commission: égwes tay rivag 
eUpn tig Sov ovrag avdeng te nal yuvainac, 
Yedenévous dyayn ei¢ ‘Isgouradi, Acts ix. 2. 
we translate it, any of this way, when 
there was no way mentioned to which 
the pronoun this should have relation ; 


nor is 4 6d0¢ in the Greek any more than 
the way. So when St. Paul went to the 
Synagogue at Corinth, divers were har- 
dened and believed not, xanoroyeryreg tiv 
6ddy Evwartov Tov wAnSouc, Acts xix. 9. here 
we translate it, spake evil of that way ; 
but Beza has left his Articulus pronominis 
vice fungitur, which he had from Eras- 
mus, and hath otherwise supplied it, 
male loquentes de via Dei: and the old 
translation, which in the former had hujus 
vie, in this hath simply maledicentes vie : 
and certainly 4 od¢¢ is nothing but the way. 
Again, at Ephesus, éyévero 0& xara Tov 
nasedv Exeivoy Taeayos on dAlyog meet Thi 
odov, Acts xix. 23. de via, V. Transl. 
Beza again ob viam Dei, but it is nothing 
but the way. Thus Felix put off St. Paul, 
aupiBerrepov sidae Te wept rio odov, till he hud 
a more exact knowledge of the way, V. 
Translat de via hec; Beza, ad sectam 
istam. Whereas then the phrase is so 
simply and so frequently the same, it can 
be nothing else but the word then in use 
to signify the religion which the Chris- 
tians professed. And so some also of the 
ancients seem to have spoken, as appears 
by the language of the Melchizedecians : 
Xerorog e€eréyn, va iyras unrbon Ex mWoAAwY 
Oday sig play Tavény THy yuwowW, Ererday doré- 
oreeley ide das eldwrwv, ral vorederev hiv 
sry odov, and in that description of the 
Gallican persecution : “Eueway 38 e€m of 
pendé tyvog mamore mlorews, pandé alcOnow 
EvOULaTOS YUEdLAOD, mNde Eworav poBou Oecd 
ox OVTEG, ANAG Hal Oa Tig avarrpopiig auTay 
Bracgnpeovytes ty od0v. Euseb. Hist. |. v. 
c. 1. p. 208. 

§ St. Luke noteth the place, but neither 
the time when, nor person by whom this 
name was given. ‘Tertullian seems to 
make it as ancient as the reign of Tibe- 
rius: ‘ Tiberius ergo, cujus tempore no- 
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named by Euodius the bishop of that place, as ecclesiastical 
history informs us. A name no sooner invented, but em- 
braced by“all believers, as bearing the most proper significa- 
tion of their profession, and relation to the Author and Master 
whom they served. In which the primitive Christians so 
much delighted, that before the face of their enemies they 
would acknowledge no other title but that, though hated, re- 
viled, tormented, martyred for it.* Nor is this name of 
greater honour to us, than obligation, There are two parts of 
the seal of the foundation of God, and one of them is this, 
“ Let every one that nameth the name of Christ depart from 
iniquity.” (2 Tim. ii. 19.) It was a common answer of the 
ancient martyrs, ‘I am a Christian, and with us no evil is 
done.’+ The very name was thought to speak something of 
emendation ;{ and whosoever put it on, became the better 
man. Except such reformation accompany our profession, 
there is no advantage in the appellation ;§ nor can we be ho- 


men Christianum in seculum introivit.’ 
Apol. c. 5. But I conceive indeed, he 
speaks not of the name, but of the reli- 
gion; for so he may well be thought to 
expound himself, saying soon after : ‘Cen- 
sus istius discipline, ut jam edidimus, a 
Tiberio est.’ c. 7. However, the name of 
Christian is not so ancient as Tiberius, 
* nor, as I think, as Caius. Some ancient 
author in Suidas assures us, that it was 
first named in the reign of Claudius, when 
St. Peter had ordained Euodius bishop of 
Antioch. “Ieréoy 32 Gr: mt KaAaudou Bact 
Aéws “Payans, Wlétpou Tov amorrorou yeiporo- 
vaoavrog Evédiov, pestovo.dcOncay of marae 
Aeyoreevs NaCapator wat PadrsAator, Xerortavol, 
Suid. in Na@apatog and in Xegioriavot, And 
Johannes Antiochenus confirms not only 
the time, but tells us that Euodius the 
bishop was the author of the name: 
Kal é@l abrov (KAavdiov) Xeioriavol wvod= 
ooncay, TU avrov earicub@ou Evodou mporo- 
feidncayrog abrots nal Emidnravros ators +O 
ovo. Touro" mpwny yee NaCaeaior nal Tarc- 
Aatos Exadroryro of Xptoriavol. Thus the name 
Christian was first brought into use at 
Antioch, by Euodius the bishop of the 
place, and hath ever since been conti- 
nued as the most proper appellation which 
could be given unto our profession, being 
derived from “‘ the Author and finisher of 
our faith.” ‘At nunc secta orditur in 
nomine utique sui auctoris. Quid novi, 
si aliqua disciplina de magistro cogno- 
mentum sectatoribus suis inducit ? Nonne 
philosophi de auctoribus suis nuncupantur 
Platonici, Epicurei, Pythagorici? Etiam 
a locis conventiculorum et stationum sua- 
rum Stoici, Academici?’ Nonne Medici 
ab Erasistrato, et Grammatici ab Ari- 
starcho, coqui etiam ab Apicio? Neque 


tamen quenquam offendit professio no- 
minis cum institutione transmissi ab in- 
stitutore.’ Tertull. Apol. c. 3. 

* As we read of Sanctus, a deacon at 
Vienna, in a hot persecution of the French 
Church, who béing in the midst of tor- 
tures, was troubled with several ques- 
tions, which the Gentiles usually then 
asked, to try if they could extort any con- 
fession of any wicked actions practised 
secretly by the Christians; yet would not 
give any other answer to any question, 
than that he was a Christian. Tooadrn 
Wapacrace. avyrimaperakare avrois, wore 
entre +d isov xarevqely dvorea, ante ebvous, 
pane ToAEws Oey hy, unre £i SodAoG h EAEVSECOg 
gin’ dAAG Weds WavTe Th EmEpwrdmeve dore-' 
xplvero TH “Paprainh pawn, Xewrriavos eipete 
TOTO Rat avert dvoparos, nal avrl WoAewe, nab 
avert yévous, Kab avtl arayrog EGTAAAHAWS GEO 
royes. Euseb. Hist. Eccl. 1.v. cap. 1. The 
same doth St. Chrysostom testify of St. 
Lucian: MWolag ef warpidog; Xerrrievos cis, 
gnc. Th tyeig eariridenpen ; Xeioriavec elses. 
Tivasg meoysvoug; 6 SE meg Awavra Edeyey, 
Ors Xproriavis eit. Orat. 75. 

+ So Blandina in the French persecu- 
tion : "Hy aris dvaan dic xual avaravess uot 
avarynote ray cupBawovtoy, TO AEyelv ore 
Xpioriavn sips, nod gag’ hey ovdév paviroy 
yiveras. Huseb. Hist. Eccl. l. v. c. 1. 

¢ ‘Alii quos ante hoc nomen vagos, 
viles, improbos noverant, ex ipso denotant 
quod laudant, cecitate odii in suffragium 
impingunt. Que mulier! quam lasciva! 
quam festiva! qui juvenis! quam lascivas! 
quam amasius! facti sunt Christiani: 
ita nomen emendationis imputatur.’ Ter- 
tull. Apol. c. 3. 

§*Totum in id revolvitur, ut qui 
Christiani nominis opus non agit, Chris- 
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noured by that title, while we dishonour him that gives it. 
If he be therefore called Christ, because anointed ; as we de- 
rive the name of ‘ Christian,’ so we do receive our unction,* 
from him. For as “the precious ointment upon the head ran 
down upon the beard, even Aaron’s beard, and went down to 
the skirts of his garments ;” (Psal. cxxxiii. 2.) so the Spirit, 
which without measure was poured upon Christ our head, is 
by him diffused through all the members of his body.+ For 
‘God hath established and anointed us in Christ :” (2 Cor. 
1.21.) ‘*We have an unction from the Holy One, and the 
anointing which we have received from him, abideth in us.” 
(1 John 11. 20. 27.) Necessary then it cannot choose but be, 
that we should know Jesus to be the Christ: because he is 
Jesus, that is, our Saviour, by being Christ, that is, anointed ; 
so we can have no share in him as Jesus, except we become 
truly ‘ Christians,’ and so be in him as Christ, anointed with 
that unction from the Holy One.f{ 

Thus having run through all the particulars at first designed 
for the explication of the title Christ, we may at last clearly 
express, and every Christian easily understand, what it is we 
say, when we make our confession in these words, I believe in 
Jesus Christ. I do assent unto this as a certain truth, that there 
was a man promised by God, foretold by the prophets, to be 
the Messzas, the Redeemer of Israel, and the expectation of the 
nations. I am fully assured by all those predictions, that the 
Messias so promised, is already come. I am as certainly per- 
suaded, that the man born in the days of Herod of the Virgin 
Mary, by an angel from heaven called Jesus, is that true Messzas, 
so long, so often promised : that, as the Messias, he was anointed 
to three special offices, belonging to him as the mediator be- 
tween God and man; that he was a Prophet, revealing unto 
us the whole will of God, for the salvation of man; that he 
was a Priest, and hath given himself a sacrifice for sin, and so 
hath made an atonement for us; that he is a King, set down at 
the right hand of God, far above all principalities and powers, 
whereby, when he hath subdued all our enemies, he will con- 
fer actual, perfect, and eternal happiness upon us. I believe 
this unction, by which he became the true Messias, was not 
performed by any material oil, but by the Spirit of God, which 
he received as the Head, and conveyeth to his members. And 
in this full acknowledgment, I BELIEVE IN Jesus CHRIST. 


tianus non esse videatur. Nomen enim tull. Apol.c. 3. 


sine actu atque officio suo nihil est.’ Sal- 
viar.. de Gubern. Dei, 1. iv. in init. p.100. 
al. 89. "Edy 719 +0 Gvoen AaBaw Tov xpr- 
oriancpov evuBeifn rev Xeioroy, ovdev peAog 
aura aad tng meornyoeias. S. Basil. ad 
Amphiloch. Epist. 199. al. 2. can. 45. 
*«(Christianus vero, quantum inter- 
pretatio est, de unctione deducitur.’ Ter- 


+ ‘Inde apparet Christi corpus nos 
esse, quia omnes ungimur ; et omnes in 
illo et Christi et Christus sumus, quia 
quodammodo totus Christus caput et cor- 
pusest.’ S. August. in Psal. xxvi. 

$ Toryagody hyests rovrov elvea narovusta 
Xerorriavol, Ors yerdpreOa EAatoy Oeov. Theo- 
phil. ad Autol. l,i. p. 77. 
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His only Son. 


’ AFTER our Saviour’s nomination immediately followeth his 
fiation: and justly after we have acknowledged him to be the 
Christ, do we confess him to be the Son of God; because these 
two were ever inseparable, and even by the Jews themselves 
accounted equivalent. Thus Nathanael, that true Israelite, 
maketh his confession of the Messias: ‘Rabbi, thou art the 
Son of God, thou art the King of Israel.” (John i. 49.) Thus 
Martha makes expression of her faith: “I believe that thou art 
the Christ the Son of God, which should come into the world.” 
(John xi. 27.) Thus the high-priest maketh his inquisition: “ I 
adjure thee by the living God, that thou tell us whether thou 
be the Christ, the Son of God.” (Matt. xxvi. 63.) This was the 
famous confession of St. Peter: ‘‘ We believe and are sure, that 
thou art that Christ the Son of the living God.” (John vi. 69.) 
And the Gospel of St. John was therefore written, that ‘‘ we 
might believe that Jesus is the Christ, the Son of God.” (John 
xx. 31.) Certain then it is, that all the Jews, as they looked for a 
Messias to come, so they believed that Messzas to be the Son of 
God (although since the coming of our Saviour they have denied 
it):* and that by reason of a constant interpretation of the 
second psalm, as appropriated unto him. And the primitive 
Christians did at the very beginning include this filial title of 
our Saviour together with his names into the compass of one 
word.t Well therefore, after we have expressed our faith in 
Jesus Christ, is added that, which always had so great affinity 
with it, the only Son of God. 

In these words there is little variety to be observed, except 
that what we translate the only Son,{ that in the phrase of the 


* For when Celsus, in the person of a 
Jew, had spoken these words: xat efrev 
Epn0g mWeopntng ev ‘IegoroAuproic wore, Ors nEEe 
Oxo vido, Tay dolwy netic, ual THY adinav 
xorkacrnge Origen says they were most im- 
properly attributed to a Jew, who did look 
indeed for a Messias, but not for the Son 
of God, i. e. not under the notion of a 
Son. “Iovdaiog Sé ode av opeonoyicas Ste mpo- 
birng rig elorev EE Ozov vidv. 0 yae Ayoucly 
tory, Os Ze 6 Xewordg To Oeot* ua> gor- 
Adu 94 Cnvovticr awerg iyacs evIewe meet viov 
@eov, we ovdevog Ovreg Tosovrov, ode mpopn- 
revsivres. Adv. Cels. 1. 1. §. 49. 

t That is, Ix@YS [np. “Inoovs Xpiorde 
Ose Tide Swrhe.] < Nos pisciculisecundum 
ixSiv nostrum Jesum Christum in aqua 
nascimur.’ Tertull. de Bapt. c. 1. which 
is thus interpreted by Optatus: ‘ Cujus 
piscis nomen secundum appellationem 
Grzcam in uno nomine per singulas lite- 
ras turbam sanctorum nominum continet, 
ix Gis, quod est Latine, Jesus Christus Dei 
Filius Salvator.’ lib. iii. c. 2. 


t The Latins indeed generally use the 
word unicum. So Ruffinus: ‘ Et in unico 
filio ejus:’§. 8, 9. whichis so far from 
being in his apprehension the same with 
unigenitus, that he refers it as well to 
Lord as Son: ‘ Hic ergo Jesus Christus, 
Filius unicus Dei, qui est et Dominus 
noster unicus, et ad Filium referri et ad 
Dominum potest.’ So St. Augustin in 
Enchirid. c. 34. and Leo Epist. 10. Which 
is therefore to be observed, because in 
the ancient copies of those epistles, the 
word wnicum was not to be found ; as ap- 
peareth by the discourse of Vigilius, who, 
in the fourth book against Eutyches, hath 
these words: ‘ Illa primitus uno diluens 
volumine que Leonis objiciuntur Epistole, 
cujus hoc sibi primo capitulum iste, nescio 
quis, proposuit ; Fidelium universitas pro- 
fitetur credere se in Deum Patrem omni- 
potentem, et in Jesum Christum, Filium 
ejus, Dominum nostrum,’ |. iv. §.1. That 
which he aims at, is the tenth epistle of 
Leo, in which those words are found, but 
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Scripture and the Greek Church is, the only-begotien. It is 
then sufficient for the explication of these words, to shew how 
Christ is the Son of God, and what is the peculiarity of his. 
generation; that when others are also the sons of God, he 
alone should so be fis Son, as no other is or can be so; and 
therefore he alone should have the name of the only-begotten. 

First, then, It cannot be denied that Christ is the Son of 
God, for that reason, because he was by the Spirit of God born 
of the Virgin Mary; for that which is conceived (or begotten)* in 
her, by the testimony of an angel, 2s of the Holy Ghost ; and. 
because of him, therefore the Son of God. For so spake the 
angel to the Virgin; “The Holy Ghost shall come upon thee, 
and the power of the Highest shall overshadow thee : ‘therefore 
also that holy thing which shall be born of thee (or which is 
begotten of thee) shall be called the Son of God.” (Luke i. 35.) 
And the reason is clear, because that the Holy Ghost is God. 
For were he any creature, and not God himself, by whom our 
Saviour was thus born of the Virgin, he: must have been the 
Son of a creature, not of God. 


with the addition of unicum, which, as it thatthe mother shall bring it forth. It 
seems, then was not there ; as appears yet _is true indeed, yevay signifies not always 
farther by the words which follow, §.2. to beget, but sometimes to bear or bring 
‘Miror tamen quomodo hunc locum iste forth ; as 7 yuvn cov ’EMicaber yewnoes vidy 
notavit, et illum pretermisit, ubi unici co, Lukei. 13. and verse 57. ual éyéwncev 
filii commemorationem idem beatus Leo  uldv. So rod Se "Incot yewnbévrog tv BuOAczu, 
facit, dicens, Idem vero sempiterni geni- Matt. 11. 1. must necessarily be understood 
toris unigenitus sempiternus, natus de of Christ’s nativity, for it is most certain 
Spiritu S. ex Maria Virgine:’whichwords that he was not begotten or conceived at 
are not to be found in the same epistle. Bethlehem. And this without question 
Howsoever it was inthe first copiesof Leo: must be the meaning of Herod’s inquisi- 
both Ruffinus and St. Augustin, who were tion, wod 6 Xpicrdg yewara:, where the 
before him, and Maximus Tauriensis, Messias was tobeborn. But though yeway 
Chrysologus, Etherius and Beatus, who have sometimes the signification of bearing 
were later, read it, ‘et in JesumChristum or bringing forth; yet 40 év abth yewadey 
filium ejus unicum.’ But the word used in _ cannot be so interpreted, because it speaks 
the Scriptures, and keptconstantly by the of something as past, when as yet Christ 
Greeks, is provoyeviic, the only-begotten. was not born ; and though the conception 

* For the original is 7 év atta yewnfévy = was already past, and we translate it so, 
and it is the observation of St. Basil, ox ‘which is conceived ;” yet St. Basil re- 
elpnrat, TO xuNdev, dAAA, FO yewnév, Homil. jects that interpretation: yews is one 
in Sanct. Christ. Gen. §. 4. Indeed the thing, cvAdra€advew another. Seeing then 
vulgar translation renders it, quod in ea _ the nativity was not yet come, and yewnbév 
natum est, and in St. Luke, quod nascetur speaks of something already past, there- 
sanctum ; and it must be confessed this fore the old translation is not good, quod 
was the most ancient translation. For so — in ea natwm est. Seeing, though the con- 
Tertullian read it: ‘ Per virginem dicitis ception indeed were past, yet yeway sig- 
natum, non ev virgine, et in vulva, non ea _nifieth not to conceive, and so is not pro- 
vulva, quia et Angelus in somnis ad __ perly to be interpreted, that which is con- 
Joseph, Nam quod inea natum est, inquit, ceived. Seeing yew2vis most properly to 
de Sp. S. est.’ De carne Christi, c. 19. and _ beget, as 4 yewnrixn the generative faculty : 
of that in St. Luke: ‘Hac et ab Angelo therefore I conceive the fittest interpreta- 
exceperat secundum nostrum Evangelium, tion of those words, +3 év ari yevynbiy, 
Propterea, quod in te nascetur, vocabitur that which is begotten in her. And because 
sanctum, filius Dei.’ Adv. Marcion.1.iv.c. the angel in St. Luke speaks of the same 
7. Yet quod in ea natum est cannot be pro- thing, therefore I interpret 70 yevyarevoy eu 
per, while it is yet in the womb; norcan od, in the same manner, that which is 
the child first be said to be born, and then begotten of thee. 
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- Secondly, It is as undoubtedly true, that the same Christ, 
thus born of the Virgin by the Spirit of God, was designed to 
so high an office by the special and immediate will of God, 
that by virtue thereof he must be acknowledged the Son of God. 
He urgeth this argument himself against the Jews ; “Is it not 
written in your law, I said, Ye are gods?” (John x. 34.) Are not 
these the very words of the eighty-second Psalm? (ver, 6.) “If 
he called them gods,” 1f God himself so spake, or the Psalmist 
from him, if this be the language of the Scripture, if they be 
called gods ‘‘ unto whom the word of God came (and the Scrip- 
ture cannot be broken,” nor the authority thereof in any par- 
ticular denied ), “Say ye of him whom the Father hath sanctified, 
- and sent into the world,” whom he hath consecrated and com- 
missioned to the most eminent and extraordinary office, “ say 
ye of him, Thou blasphemest, because I said I am the Son of 
God?” (John x. 35, 36.) 

Thirdly, Christ must therefore be acknowledged the Son of 
God, because he is raised immediately by God out of the earth 
unto immortal life. For “ God hath fulfilled the promise unto 
us, in that he hath raised up Jesus again; as it is also written 
in the second psalm, Thou art my Son, this day have I begotten 
thee.” (Acts xiii. 33.) The grave is as the womb of the earth ; 
Christ, who is raised from thence, is as it were begotten to 
another life: and God who raised him, is his Father. So true 
it must needs be of him, which is spoken of others, who are 
“the children of God, being the children of the resurrection.” 
(Luke xx. 36.) Thus was he “ defined, or constituted, and ap- 
pointed the Son of God with power by the resurrection from 
the dead :” (Rom. i. 4.) neither is he called simply the first that 
rose, but with a note of generation, “the first-born from the 
dead.” (Col. i. 18.) 

Fourthly, Christ, after his resurrection from the dead, is made 
actually heir of all things in his Father’s house, and Lord of 
all the spirits which minister unto him, from whence he also 
hath the title of the Son of God. ‘He is set down on the 
right hand of the Majesty on high; being made so much bet- 
ter than the angels, as he hath by inheritance obtained a more 
excellent name than they. For unto which of the angels said 
he at any time, Thou art my Son, this day have I begotten 
thee?” (Heb. i. 3-—5.) From all which testimonies of the 
Scriptures it is evident, that Christ hath this fourfold right - 
unto the title of the Son of God: by generation, as begotten of 
God; by commission, as sent by him; by resurrection, as the 
first-born; by actual possession, as heir of all. 3 

But beside these four, we must find yet a more peculiar 
ground of our Saviour’s filiation, totally distinct from any 
which belongs unto the rest of the sons of God, that he may be 
clearly and fully acknowledged the only-begotten Son. For 
although to be born of a virgin be in itself miraculous, and 
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justly entitles Christ unto the [title of the] Son of God; yet it 
is not so far above the production of all mankind, as to place 
him in that singular eminence, which must be attributed to the 
only-begotten. We read of “ Adam the son of God,” as well as 
“ Seth the son of Adam :” (Luke iii. 38.) and surely the framing 
Christ out of a woman cannot so far transcend the making 
Adam out of the earth, as to cause so great a distance as we 
must believe between the first and second Adam. Beside, there 
were many, while our Saviour preached on earth, who did 
believe his doctrine, and did confess him to be the Son of God, 
who in all probability understood nothing of his being born 
of avirgin; much less did they foresee his rising from the 
dead, or inheriting all things. Wherefore, supposing all these 
ways by which CArist is represented to us as the Son of God, 
we shall find out one more yet, far more proper in itself, and 
more peculiar unto him, in which no other son can have the 
least pretence of share or of similitude, and consequently in 
respect of which we must confess him the only-begotten. 

To which purpose I observe, that the actual possession of 
his inheritance, which was our fourth title to his Sonship, pre- 
supposes his resurrection, which was the third: and his com- 
mission to his office, which was the second, presupposeth 
his generation of a virgin, as the first. But I shall now en- 
deavour to find another generation, by which the same Christ 
was begotten, and consequently a Son before he was conceived 
in the virgin’s womb. Which that I may be able to evince, I 
shall proceed in this following method, as not only most facile 
and perspicuous, but also most convincing and conclusive. 
First, I will clearly prove out of the Holy Scriptures, that 
Jesus Christ, born of the Virgin Mary, had an actual being or 
subsistence, before the Holy Ghost did come upon the Virgin, 
or the power of the Highest did overshadow her. Secondly, I 
willtemonstrate from the same Scriptures, that the being 

-which he had antecedently to his conception in the Virgin’s 
womb, was not any created being, but essentially divine. 
Thirdly, We will shew that the divine essence which he had, 
. he received as communicated to him by the Father. Fourthly, 
We will declare this communication of the divine nature, to bea 
proper generation, by which he which communicateth, is a pro- 
per Father, and he to whom it is communicated, a proper Son. 
Lastly, We will manifest that the divine essence was never 
communicated in that manner to any person. but to him, that 
never any was so begotten besides himself; and consequently, 
in respect of that divine generation, he is most properly and 
perfectly the only-begotten Son of the Father. 

As for the first, that Jesus Christ had a real being or exist-' 
ence, by which he truly was, before he was conceived of the 
Virgin Mary, I thus demonstrate. He which was really in 
heaven, and truly descended from thence, and came into the 
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world from the Father, before that which was begotten of the 
Virgin ascended into heaven, or went unto the Father, he had 
a real being or existence before he was conceived in the\ 
Virgin, and distinct from that being which was conceived in. 
her. This is most clear and evident, upon these three suppo- 
sitions not to be denied. First, That Christ did receive no 
other being or nature after this conception before his ascension, 
than what was begotten of the Virgin. Secondly, That what 
was begotten of the Virgin had its first being here on earth, 
and therefore could not really be in heaven till it ascended thi- 
ther. Thirdly, That what was really in heaven, really was; _be- 
cause nothing can be present in any place, which is not. Upon 
these suppositions certainly true, the first proposition cannot 
be denied. Wherefore [ assume; Jesus Christ was really in 
heaven, and truly descended from thence, and came into the 
world from. the Father, before that which was begotten of the 
Virgin ascended into heaven, or went unto the Father; as I 
shall particularly prove by the express words of the Scripture. 
Therefore I conclude, that Jesus Christ had a real being or ex- 
istence before he was conceived in the Virgin, and distinct 
from that being which was conceived in her. Now that he 
was really in heaven before he ascended thither, appeareth by 
his own words to his disciples; ‘‘ What and if you shall see 
the Son of man ascend up where he was before?’ (John vi. 
62.)* For he speaketh of areal ascension, such as was to be 
seen or looked upon, such as they might view as spectators. The 
place to which that ascension tended, was truly and really the 
heaven of heavens. The verb substantive, not otherwise used, 
sufficiently testifieth not a figurative but areal being, espe- 
cially considering the opposition in the word before. Whether 
we look upon the time of speaking then present, or the time 
of his ascension, then to come, his being or existing in heaven 
was before. Nor is this now at last denied, that he was in 
heaven before the ascension mentioned in these words, but that 
he was there before he ascended at all. We shall therefore 
farther shew that this ascension was the first; that what was 
born of the Virgin was never in heaven before this time of 
which he speaks: and being in heaven before this ascension, 
he must be acknowledged to have been there before he ascended 
atall. If Christ had ascended into heaven before his death, 
and descended from thence, it had been the most remarkable ac- 
tion in all his life, and the proof thereof of the greatest efficacy 
towards the disseminating of the Gospel. And can we ima- 
gine so divine an action, of so high concernment, could have 
passed, and none of the evangelists ever make mention of it? 
Those who are so diligent in the description of his nativity and 
circumcision, lis oblation in the Temple, his reception by Si- 
meon, his adoration by the wise men; those who have de- 


* @sweiire’ as it came to pass, Prerivray alray émnpbn, Acts i. 9. dau iv. 
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scribed his descent into Egypt; would they have omitted his 
ascent into heaven? Do they tell us of the wisdom which he 
shewed, when he disputed with the doctors? And were it not 
worthy our knowledge. whether it were before he was in 
heaven or after? The diligent seeking of Joseph and Mary, and 
their words when they found him, “ Son, why hast thou dealt 
so with us?” (Luke 1. 48.) shew that he had not been missing 
from them till then, and consequently not ascended into heaven. 
After that he went down to Nazareth, and “ was subject unto 
them :” (Luke ii. 51.) and I understand not how he should 
ascend into heaven, and at the same time be subject to them ; 
or there receive his commission and instructions as the great 
legate of God, or ambassador from heaven, and return again 
unto his old subjection; and afterwards to go to John to be 
baptized of him, and to expect the descent of the Spirit for his 
inauguration. Immediately from Jordan he is carried into 
the wilderness to be tempted of the devil, and it were strange 
if any time could then be found for his ascension: for ‘he 
was forty days in the wilderness,” (Mark i. 13.) and certainly 
heaven is no such kind of place; he was all that time “ with 
the beasts,” who undoubtedly are none of the celestial hier- 
archy ; and “tempted of Satan,” (Ibid.) whose dominicn reach- 
eth no higher than the air. Wherefore in those forty days 
Christ ascended not into heaven, but rather heaven descended 
unto him ; “‘ for the angels ministered unto him.” (Ibid.) After 
this he “‘ returned in the power of the Spirit into Galilee,” (Luke 
iv. 14.) and there exercised his prophetical office : after which 
there 1s not the least pretence of any reason for his ascen- © 
sion. Beside, the whole frame of this antecedent or preparatory 
ascension of Christ is not only raised, without any written tes- 
timony of the word or unwritten testimony of tradition, but is 
without any reason in itself, and contrary to the revealed way 
of our redemption. For what reason should Christ ascend 
into heaven to know the will of God, and not be known to 
ascend thither? Certainly the Father could reveal his will 
unto the Son as well on earth as in heaven. And if men must 
be ignorant of his ascension, to what purpose should they 
say he ascended, except they imagine either an impotency 
in the Father, or dissatisfaction in the Son? Nor is this only 
asserted without reason, but also against that rule to be 
observed by Christ, as he was anointed to the sacerdotal office. 
For the Holy of Holies ‘‘ made with hands was the figure 
of the true (that is, heaven itself),’ (Heb. ix. 24.) into which » 
“the high-priest alone went once every year:” (Ibid. 7.) and 
Christ as our high-priest ‘entered in once into the Holy 
place.” (Ibid. 12.) If then they deny Christ was a priest be- 
fore he preached the Gospel, (Mark ii. 2.) then did he not en- 
‘ter into heaven, because the high-priest alone went into the 
type thereof, the Holy of Holies. If they confess he was, then 
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‘did he not ascend till after his death, because he was to enter 
‘In but once, and that not without blood. Wherefore being Christ 
ascended not into heaven till after his death, being he certainly 
was in heaven before that ascension, we have sufficiently made 
good that part of our argument, that Jesus Christ was in heaven 
before that which was begotten of the Virgin ascended thither, 
Now that which followeth, will both illustrate and confirm it ; 
for as he was there, so he descended from thence before he 
ascended thither. This he often testifieth and inculcateth 
of himself: “ the bread of God is he, which cometh down from 
heaven; and, | am the living bread which came down from 
heaven.” (John vi. 33. 51.) He opposeth himself unto the 
manna in the wilderness, which never was really in heaven, or 
had its original from thence. ‘ Moses gave you not that bread 
from heaven,” (John vi. 32.) but the Father gave Christ really 
from thence. Wherefore he saith, “I came down from heaven, 
not to do mine own will, but the will of him that sent me.” 
(John vi. 38.) Now never any person upon any occasion is 
said to descend from heaven, but such as were really there be- 
fore they appeared on earth, as the Father, the Holy Ghost, 
and the angels: but no man, however born, however sanctified, 
sent, or dienified, is said thereby to descend from thence; but 
rather when any is opposed to Christ, the opposition is placed 
in this very origination. John the Baptist was “ filled with 
the Holy Ghost even from his mother’s womb ;” (Luke i. 15.) 
born of an aged father and a barren mother, by the power of 
God: and yet he distinguisheth himself from CArzst in this ; 
“he that cometh from above is above all: he that is of the 
earth is earthy, and speaketh of the earth; he that cometh 
from heaven is above all.” (John iii. 31.) Adam was framed 
immediately by God, without the intervention of man or 
woman: and yet he is so far from being thereby from heaven, 
that even in that he is distinguished from the second Adam. 
For “ the first man is of the earth, earthy; the second man is 
the Lord from heaven.” (1 Cor. xv. 47.) Wherefore the descent 
of Christ fyom heaven doth really presuppose his being there, 
and that antecedently to any ascent thither. For “ that he as- 
cended, what is it, but that he also descended first ?” (Eph. iv. 
9.) So St. Paul, asserting a descent as necessarily preceding 
his ascension, teacheth us never to imagine an ascent of Christ 
as his first motion between heaven and earth; and conse- 
quently, that the first being or existence which Christ had, was 
not what he received by his conception here on earth, but what 
he had before in heaven, in respect whereof he was with the 
Father, from whom he came. His disciples believed that he 
“came out from God:”’ and he commended that faith, and 
confirmed the object of it by this assertion: “I came forth 
from the Father, and am come into the world; again, I leave 
the world, and go to the Father.” (John xvi. 27, 28.) Thus, 
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having by undoubted testimonies, made good the latter part of 
the argument, I may safely conclude, that being Christ was 
really in heaven, and descended from thence, and came forth 
from the Father, before that which was conceived of the Holy 
Ghost, ascended thither ;- it cannot with any show of reason 
be denied that Christ had a real being and existence antecedent 
unto his conception here on earth, and distinct from the being 
which he received here. ie . 

Secondly, We shall prove not only a bare priority of exist- 
ence, but a pre-existence of some certain and acknowledged 
space of duration. For whosoever was before John the Baptist, 
and before Abraham, was some space of time before Christ was 
man. This no man can deny, because all must confess the 
blessed Virgin was first saluted by the angel six months after 
Elizabeth conceived, and many hundred years after Abraham 
died. But Jesus Christ was really existent before John the 
Baptist, and before Abraham, as we shall make good by the 
testimony of the Scriptures. Therefore it cannot be denied, 
but Christ had a real being and existence some space of time 
before he was made man. For the first, it is the express tes- 
timony of John himself; “ This is he of whom I spake, He that 
cometh after me,is preferred before me, for he was before me.” 
(John i. 15.) In which words, first, he taketh to himself a 
priority of time, speaking of Christ, ‘‘ he that cometh after me :” 
for so he came after him into the womb, at his conception ; into 
the world, at his nativity; unto his office, at his baptism ; 
always after John, and at the same distance. Secondly, He at- 


~ tributeth unto Christ a priority of dignity, saying, “he is pre-— 


ferred before me;” as appeareth by the reiteration of these 
words, ‘‘ He it is who coming after me, is preferred before me, 
whose shoe’s latchet I am not worthy to unloose.” (John i. 27.) 
The addition of which expression of his own unworthiness 
sheweth, that to be “ preferred before him” is the same with 
being ‘‘ worthier than he,” to which the same expression is 
constantly added by all the other three evangelists. Thirdly, 
He rendereth the reason or cause of that great dignity which 
‘belonged to Christ, saying, ‘‘ for (or rather, because) he was be- 
fore me.” (Johni. 15.) And being the cause must be sup- 
posed different and distinct from the effect, therefore the priority 
last mentioned cannot be that of dignity. For to assign any 
thing as the cause or reason of itself, is a great absurdity, and 
the expression of it a vain tautology. Wherefore that priority 
must have relation to time or duration (as the very tense, “he 
was before me,” sufficiently signifieth), and so be placed in op- 
position to his coming after him. As if John the Baptist had 
thus spoken. at large: ‘This man Christ Jesus, who came into 
the world, and entered on his prophetical office six months after 
me, is notwithstanding of far more worth and greater dignity 
than lam; even so much greater, that I must acknowledge 
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myself unworthy to stoop down and unloose the latchet of his 
shoe: and the reason of this trancendent dignity is, from the 
excellency of that nature which he had before I was ; for though 
he cometh after me, yet he was before me.’ 

Now as Christ was before John, which speaks a small, so 
-was he also before Abraham, which speaks a larger, time. 
Jesus himself hath asserted this pre-existence to the. Jews : 
“Verily, verily, I say unto you, before Abraham was, I am.” 
(John viii. 58.) Which words, plainly and literally expounded, 
must evidently contain this truth. For, first, Abraham in all 
the Scriptures never hath any other signification than such as 
denotes the person called by that name; and the question to 
which these words are directed by way of answer, without con- 
treversy, spake of the same person. Beside, Abraham must 
be the subject of that proposition, ‘‘ Abraham was ;” because 
a proposition cannot be without a subject, and if Abraham be 
the predicate, there is none. Again, as we translate “ Abraham 
was,” in a tense signifying the time past; so it is most certainly 
to be understood, because that which he speaks unto, is the 
pre-existence of Abraham, and that of long duration; so that 
whatsoever had concerned his present estate or future condition 
had been wholly impertinent to the precedent question. Lastly, 
The expression, “I am,” seeming something. unusual or im- 
proper to signify a priority in respect of any thing past, because 
no present instant is before that which precedeth, but that 
which followeth; yet the* use of it sufficiently maintaineth, 
and the nature of the place absolutely requireth, that it should 
not here denote a present being, but a priority of existence, 


* So Nonnus here more briefly and 
plainly than usual : c. vili. v. 187. 

*"ABede mely yévog EoXEY, ey WEAoV. 

So John xiv. 9. rorovTov xeovey pueO deeay 
eit, ual ovn Eyvoudg pre; Have I been so 
long time with you, and yet hast theu not 
known me? and John xv. 27. its am’ dexiig 
pet Ecco tore, because ye have been (or con- 
tinued) with me from the beginning. Thus 
Nonnus: v. 110. 

"EE aeniig yeyadires OAwY Smiropes & Egyaive 
John Vi. 24. Gre ovy Esdev 6 Oy Dog O74 ‘Incotc 
opn tot énet, When the people saw that 
Jesus was not there. Nor only doth St. 
John use thus the present tense for that 
which is past, but as frequently for that 
which is to come. For as before, tocovroy 
Xgovev med bea elul, so on the rie ig a 
ert peingoy eavov pes” bay elyat, John vii. 33 
and é OMou EbiAt tye, Exe att 0 Setnovoe 6 ae 
zoras, John xii. 26. xiv. 3. xvii. 24, Where- 
fore it is very sadiffsrent whether (John 
vii. 34.) we read o7Fou siti ya, or Gqou Eis. 
For Nonnus seems to have read it efus by 
his trauslation, v. 130. 

elo arewméy iy mep devs a" 
and the Jews’ question, v. 39. Woe ores 


fetdase woptvecOas, shows they understood 
itso: for this sus, though of a present 
form, is of a future signification. Hesych. 
Fits, woeetcouas. And so it agreeth with 
that which follows, John viii. 21. o7ov éya 
mayo, Lyrcig ov Svvacde EXDEtv. If we read 
eit, as the old translation, wht ego sum, 
it will have the force of Ecouat, and agree 
with the other, fva ocrou int tym, xat bets 
are. Howsoever, it is clear, St. John useth 
the present ¢iu? either in relation to what 
is past, or what_is to come, and is there- 
fore to be interpreted as the matter in 
hand requireth. And certainly, the place 
now under our consideration can admit 
no other relation but to the time already 
past, in which Abraham lived. And we 
find the present tense in the same manner 
joined with the aorist elsewhere ; as Psal. 
XC. 2. ed TOD Gen yevnTivat, ual wrasOnvas 
viv yiv nat chy olnougeévny, nat dod alavos, ws 
TOU aiaves, ov eg: What can be more 
parallel than, ago rod den yernSivat, to wely 
"ABparme yevicbar, and od i, to Eyw eit; In 
the same manner, though by another 
word: pd voU den EdencOiivas, med 38 wavTwV 
Rovvaiv, yewa yxt. Prov. vill. 25. 


HIS ONLY SON. 169 


together with a continuation of it till the present time. And 
then the words will plainly signify thus much: ‘ Do you question 
how I could see Abraham, who am not yet fifty years old? 
Verily, verily, I say unto you, before* ever Abraham, the person 
whom you speak of, was born, I had a real being and existence 
(by which I was capable of the sight of him), in which I have 
continued until now.’ In this sense certainly the Jews under- 
stood our Saviour’s answer, as pertinent to their question, but 
in their opinion blasphemous; and therefore “ they took up 
stones to cast at him.” (John viii. 59.) ay 
This literal and plain explication is yet farther necessary ; 
because those who once recede from it, do not only wrest and 
pervert the place, but also invent and suggest an answer un- 
worthy of and wholly misbecoming him that spake it. -For 
(setting aside the addition of the light of the world, which there 
can be no shew of reason to admit),+ whether they interpret 
the former part (‘‘ before Abraham was’’) of something to come, 
as the calling of the Gentiles, or the latter (“1 am”) of a pre- 
existence in the divine foreknowledge and appointment; they 
represent Christ with a great asseveration, highly and strongly 
asserting that which is nothing to the purpose to which he 
speaks, nothing to any other purpose at all; and they propound 
the Jews senselessly offended and foolishly exasperated with 
those words, which any of them might have spoken as well as 
he. For the first interpretation makes our Saviour thus speak : 
‘Do you so much wonder how I should have “ seen Abraham,” 
who am “not yet fifty years old?’ (John vin. 57.) Do ye 
imagine so great a contradiction in this? I tell you, and be ye 
most assured that what I speak unto you at this time, is most 
certainly and infallibly true, and most worthy of your observa- 
tion, which moves me not to deliver it without this solemn as- 
severation (‘‘ Verily, verily, I say unto you”), before Abraham 
shall perfectly become that which was signified in his name, 
‘“ the father of many nations,” (Gen. xvil. 4.) before the Gentiles 
shall come in, “J am.” Nor be ye troubled at this answer, or 
think in this I magnify myself: for what I speak is as true of 


* So the A‘thiopic Version: ‘Amen 
dico vobis, priusquaam Abraham nasce- 
retur, fui ego ;’ and the Persian: ‘ Vere, 
vere vobis dico, quod nondum Abraham 
factus erat, cum ego eram.’ 

+ This is the shift of the Socinians, who 
make this speech of Christ elliptical, and 
then supply it from the 12th verse, ‘JI 
am the light of the world.” ‘Quod vero 
ea verba, Ego sum, sint ad eum modum 
supplenda, ac si ipse subjecisset iis, Ego 
sum lux mundi, superius e principio ejus 
orationis, ver. 12., et hine quod Christus 
bis seipsum iisdem, Ego sum, lucem mundi 
vocaverit,ver. 24.et 98. deprehendi potest.’ 
Catech. Racov. Sect. iv. c, 1. p. 57. Where- 


as there is no ground for any such con- 
nexion. ‘That discourse of the light of the 
world was in the treasury, ver. 20. that 
which followeth was not, at least appeareth 
nottobeso. Therefore the ellipsis of the 
24th and 28th verses is not to be supplied 
by the 12th, but the 24th, from the 23d, 
éyw én Tay avedev eit, and the 28th, either 


‘from the same, or that which is most ge- 


neral, his office, #y# eit 6 Xerrds. Again, 
ver. 31. it is very probable that a new dis- 
course is again begun, and therefore if 
there were an ellipsis in the words alleged, 
it would have no relation to either of the 
former supplies, or if to either, to the lat- 
ter; but indeed it hath to neither. 
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you, as itis of me; before Abraham be thus made Abraham, ye 
are. Doubt ye not therefore, as ye did, nor ever make that 
question again, whether I “have seen Abraham’”.’ The second 
explication makes a sense of another nature, but with the same 
impertinency: ‘ Do ye continue still to question, and that with 
so much admiration? Do you look upon my age, and ask, 
“Hast thou seen Abraham ?” I confess it is more than eighteen 
hundred years since that patriarch died, and less than forty since 
Iwas born at Bethlehem: but look not on this computation, 
for before Abraham was born, |! was. But mistake me not, I 
mean in the foreknowledge and decree of God. Nor do I 
magnify myself in this, for ye were so.’ How either of these 
answers should give any reasonable satisfaction to the question, 
or the least occasion of the Jews’ exasperation, is not to be un- 
derstood. And that our Saviour should speak any such im- 
pertinences as these interpretations bring forth, is not by a. 
Christian to.be conceived. Wherefore being the plain and 
most obvious sense is a proper and full answer to the question, 
and most likely to exasperate the unbelieving Jews ; being those 
strained explications render the words of Christ, not only im- 
pertinent to the occasion, but vain and useless to the hearers 
of them; being our Saviour gave this answer in words of 
another language, most probably incapable of any such inter- 
pretations: we must adhere unto that literal sense already 
delivered by which it appeareth Christ had a being, as before 
John, so also before Abraham (not only before Abram became 
Abraham, but before Abraham was Abram), and consequently 
that he did exist two thousand years before he was born, or. 
conceived by the Virgin. 

Thirdly, We shall extend this pre-existence to a far longer 
space of time, to the end of the first World, nay to the begin- 
ning of it. For he which was before the flood, and at the 
creation of the world, had a being before he was conceived by 
the Virgin. But Christ was really before the flood, for he 
preached to them that lived before it; and at the creation of the 
World, for he created it. That he preached to those before the 
flood, is evident by the words of St. Peter, who saith, that 
Christ ‘‘was put to death in the flesh, but quickened by the 
Spirit; by which also he went and preached unto the spirits in 
prison, which sometimes were disobedient, when once the long- 
suffering of God waited in the days of Noah, while the Ark was 
a preparing.” (1 Pet. iii. 18—20.) From which words it ap- 
peareth that Christ preached by the same Spirit, by the virtue 
of which he was raised from the dead: but that Spirit was not 
his soul, but’ something of a greater power. Secondly, That 
those to whom he preached, were such as were disobedient. 
Thirdly, That the time when they were disobedient, was the 
time before the flood, while the ark was preparing.* It is cer- 


* areShoacl more, bre dmak eedexero h To Oeod pangodujala ev nprEpase Nae. 
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tain then that Christ did preach unto those persons, which in 
the days of Noah were disobedient, all that time “‘ the long-suf- 
fering of God waited,” and consequently, so long as repentance 
was offered. And it is as certain that he never preached to 
them after they died; which I shall not need here to prove, 
because those against whom I bring this argument deny it not. 
It followeth therefore, that he preached to them while they 
lived, and were disobedient ; for in the refusing of that mercy, 
which was offered to them by the preaching of Christ, did their 
disobedience principally consist. In vain then are we taught 
to understand St. Peter of the promulgation of the Gospel to 
the Gentiles after the Holy Ghost descended upon the apostles, 
when the words themselves refuse all relation to any such times 
or persons. For all those of whom St. Peter speaks, were dis- 
obedient in the days of Noah. But none of those to whom the 
apostles preached, were ever disobedient in the days of Noah. 
Therefore, none of those to whom the apostles preached, were 
any of those of whom St. Peter speaks. It remaineth there- 
fore, that the plain interpretation be acknowledged for the true, 
that Christ did preach unto those men which lived before the 
flood, even while they lived, and consequently that he was 
before it. For though this was not done by an immediate act 
of the Son of God, as if he personally had appeared on earth, 
and actually preached to that old World; but by the ministry 
of a prophet,* by the sending of Noah, the eighth preacher of 
righteousness: (2 Pet. 1. 5.)+ yet to do any thing by another 


* « Prophete ab ipso habentes donum in 
illum prophetaverunt.’ Barnabe Epist. c. 
4, al. 5. 

+ I have thus translated this place of 
St. Peter, because it may add some ad- 
vantage to the argument: forif Noah were 
the eighth preacher of righteousness, and 
he were sent by the Son of God; no man, 
I conceive, will deny that the seven before 
him were sent by the same Son: and so 
by this we have gained the pre-existence 
of another thousand years. However, 
those words, aad’ oydooy Nae dixasordvng 
xihevua epvdate, may be better interpreted 
than they are, when we translate them, 
but saved Noah the eighth person, a preacher 
of righteousness. For, first, if we look upon 
the Greek phrase, 00g N&e, may not be the 
eighth person, but one of eight, or Noah 
with seven more; in which it signifieth 
not the order in which he was in respect 
of the rest, but only con-signifieth the 
number which were with him. As when 
we read in the Supplices of Aschylus, v. 
715. 

TO yae rextvrwy céBas, 

Tpitoy +60" év Oecpricss 

Aixag yiyearras meyiocrorioy, 
we must not understand it, as if honour 
due to parents, were the third command- 


ment at Athens, but one of the three re- 
markable laws left at Eleusis by Tripto- 
lemus. So Porphyrius: act 8 xai Tes- 
WrerELoy “Anvaloig voeodeTicar, ual vay 
VOpnwy aUTOU TeElc ETE evoupatng 6 piAdcopos 
Aéyes Svapréverv “Edevoive rovoder Lovers rtpeave 
@eods napwrors ayarrgw Zwa pri civerOar. De 
Abstinent. ab Anim. Esu, 1. iv. ad fin. Which 
words are thus translated by St. Jerome, 
who hath made use of most part of that 
fourth book of Porphyrius: ‘ Xenocrates 
Philosophus de Triptolemi legibus apud 
Athenienses tria tantum precepta in 
Templo Eleusine residere scribit; Hono- 
randos Parentes, Venerandos Deos, Car- 
nibus non vescendum.’ adv. Jovinian. 1. ii. 
col. 528. Where we see honour due to 
parents the first precept, though by 
fEschylus called the third, not in respect 
of the order, but the number. Thus 
Dinarchus the orator: Kal tag Zepvag 
Seas aig exsivog tepomog xaracras déxaros 
avtés, From whence we must not collect 
that the person of whom he speaks, was 
the tenth in order of that office, so that 
nine were necessarily before or above him, 
and many more might be after or below 
him ; but from hence it is inferred, that 
there were ten isgowoel waiting on the 
Yeuvel Seat, and no more, of which num- 
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not able to perform it without him, as much demonstrates the 
existence of the principal cause, as if he did it of himself with- 
out any intervening instrument. . 

The second part of the argument, that Christ made this 
World, and consequently had a real being at the beginning of 
it, the Scriptures manifestly and plentifully assure us. For the 
same Son, ‘‘by whom in these last days God spake unto us, 2s 
he, by whom also he made the worlds.” (Heb. i. 2.) So that 
as “through faith we understand that the worlds were framed 
by the word of God,’ (Heb. xi. 3.) so must we also believe 
that they were made by the Son of God.* Which the apostle 
doth not only in the entrance of his epistle deliver, but in the 
sequel prove. For shewing greater things have been spoken 
of him than ever were attributed to any of the angels, the most 
glorious of all the creatures of God; amongst the rest he saith, 
the Scripture spake, ‘‘ Unto the Son, Thy throne, O God, is for 
ever and ever. And not only so, but also, Thou, Lord, in the 
beginning hast laid the foundation of the earth, and the hea- 
vens are the work of thine hands. They shall perish, but thou 
remainest: and they all shall wax old as doth a garment; and 
as a vesture shalt thou fold them up, and they shall be changed; 
but thou art the same, and thy years shall not fail.” (Heb. i. 
8. 10—12.) *Now whatsoever the person be to whom these 
words were spoken, it cannot be denied but he was the Creator 
of the World. For he must be acknowledged the Maker of 
the earth, who laid the foundation of it; and he may justly 
challenge to himself the making of the heavens, who can say 
they are the work of his hands. But these words were spoken 
to the Son of God, as the apostle himself acknowledgeth, and 
it appeareth out of the order and series of the chapter; the 
design of which is to declare the supereminent excellency of 
our Saviour Christ. Nay, the conjunction and refers this place 


of the Psalmist} plainly to the 


ber that man was one. After this manner 
speak the Attic writers, especially Thucy- 
dides. And so we may understand St. 
Peter, that God preserved Noah (a 
preacher of righteousness) with seven 
more, of which he deserveth to be named 
the first, rather than the last or eighth. 
But, secondly, the original ¢y3o0v may pos- 
sibly not belong to the name or person of 
Noah, but to his title or office ; and then 
we must translate dySov Nae dSsnasordyng 
xheuxa, Noah the eighth preacher of righteous- 
ness. For we read at the birth of Enos, 
that ‘‘men began to call upon the name 
of the Lord,” Gen. iv. 26. which the an- 
cients understood peculiarly of his person: 
as the LXX. ovrog nAmicey Emimareiodas 7d 
Gvoree Kuplou rov @zot, and the vulgar Latin, 
Iste cepit invocare nomen Domini. The 
Jews have a tradition, that God sent in 
the sea upon mankind in the days of Enos, 


former, of which he had said 


and destroyed many. From whence it 
seems Enos was a preacher or prophet, 
and so the rest that followed him; and 
then Noah is the eighth. 

* It being in both places expressed in 
the same phrase by the same author, 
XV? ob wat vovg alavac zmoincev, Heb.i. 2. 
miores voovmsy narnerisbasr rods aldvag pn- 
feat Ogov. 

+ The answer of Socinus to this con- 
junction is very weak, relying only upon 
the want of a comma after Kai in the 
Greek, and Et in the Latin. And whereas 
it is evident that there are distinctions, 
in the Latin and Greek copies after that 
conjunction, he flies to the ancientest 
copies, which all men know were. most 
careless of distinctions, and urgeth that 
there is no addition of rursum or the like 
after et, whereas in the Syriac translation 
we find expressly that addition : a... 


HIS ONLY SON. 173 


expressly, “ but unto the Son he saith.” As sure then as “ Thy 
throne, O God, is for ever and ever,” was said unto the Son; 
so certain it is, “* Thou, Lord, hast laid the foundations of the 
earth,” was said unto the same. Noris it possible to avoid the 
apostle’s connexion by attributing the destruction of the hea- 
vens, out of the last words, to the Son, and denying the crea- 
tion of them out of the first, to the same. For it is most evident 
that there is but one person spoken to, and that the destruc- 
tion and the creation of the heavens are both attributed to the 
same. Whosoever therefore shall grant, that the apostle pro- 
duced this Scripture to shew that the Son of God shall destroy 
the heavens, must withal acknowledge that he created them: 
whosoever denieth him to be here spoken of as the Creator, 
must also deny him to be understood as the destroyer. Where- 
fore being the words of the Psalmist were undoubtedly spoken 
of and to our Saviour (or else the apostle hath attributed that 
unto him which never belonged to him, and consequently 
the spirit of St. Paul mistook the spirit of David); being to 
whomsoever any part of them belongs, the whole is applicable, 
because they are delivered unto one; being the literal exposi- 
tion is so clear, that no man hath ever pretended to a meta- 
phorical: it remaineth as an undeniable truth, grounded upon 
the profession of the Psalmist, and the interpretation of an 
apostle, that the Son of God created the World. Nor needed 
we so long to have insisted upon this testimony, because there 
are so many which testify as much, but only that this is of a 
peculiar nature and different from the rest. For they which 
deny this truth of the creation of the World by the Son of God, 
notwithstanding all those Scriptures produced to confirm it, 
have found two ways to avoid or decline the force of them. If 
they speak so plainly and literally of the work of creation, that 
they will not endure any figurative interpretation, then they 
endeavour to shew that they are not spoken of the Son of God. 
If they speak so expressly of our Saviour Christ, as that by no 
machination they can be applied to any other person, then their 
whole design is to make the creation attributed unto him appear 
to be merely metaphorical. The place before alleged is of the 
first kind, which speaketh so clearly of the creation or real pro- 
duction of the World, that they never denied it: and I have so 
manifestly shewed it spoken to the Son of God, that it is be- 
yond all possibility of gainsaying. 

‘Thus having asserted the creation acknowledged real unto 
Christ, we shall the easier persuade that likewise td be such, 
which is pretended to be metaphorical. In the Epistle to the 
Colossians we read of the Son of God, ‘“‘in whom we have re- 
demption through his blood :” (Col. i. 14.) and we are sure 
‘those words can be spoken of none other than Jesus Christ. 
He therefore it must be, who was thus described by the apostle; 

‘who is the image of the invisible God, the first-born of every 
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creature. For by him were all things created that are in hea- 
ven and that are in earth, visible and invisible; whether they 
be thrones, or dominions, or principalities, or powers: all 
things were created by him, and for him. And he is before all 
things, and by him all things consist.” (Col. i. 15—17.) In 
which words our Saviour is expressly styled the “ first-born of 
every creature,’* that is, begotten by God, as the Son of his 
love,+ antecedently to all other emanations, before any thing 
proceeded from him, or was framed and created by him. And 
that precedency is presently proved by this undeniable argu- 
ment, that all other emanations or productions came from him, 
and whatsoever received its being by creation, was by him 
created. Which assertion is delivered in the most proper, full, 
and pregnant expressions imaginable. First, In the vulgar 
phrase of Moses, as most consonant to his description; “ for 
by him were all things created that are in heaven, and that are 
in earth;” signifying thereby, that he speaketh of the same 
creation. Secondly, By a division which Moses never used, 
as describing the production only of corporeal substances: lest 
therefore those immaterial beings might seem exempted from 
the Son’s creation, because omitted in Moses’s description, he 
addeth “visible and invisible;” and lest in that invisible 
World, among the many degrees of the celestial hierarchy, any 
order might seem exempted from an essential dependence upon 
him, he nameth those which are of greatest eminence, “ whe- 
ther they be thrones, or dominions, or principalities, or powers,” 
and under them, comprehendeth all the rest. Nor doth it yet 
suffice, thus to extend the object of his power by asserting all 
things to be made by him, except it be so understood as to 
acknowledge the sovereignty of his person, and the authority 
of his action. For lest we should conceive the Son of God 
framing the World as a mere instrumental cause which work- 
eth by and for another, he sheweth him as well the final as the 
efficient cause; for ‘‘all things were created by him and for 
him.” Lastly, Whereas all things first received their being by 
creation, and when they have received it, continue in the same 
by virtue of God’s conservation, ‘‘ in whom we live, and move, 
and have our being;”’ lest in any thing we should be thought 
not to depend immediately upon the Son of God, he is de- 
scribed as the Conserver, as well as the Creator; for ‘ he is 
before all things, and by him all things consist.” If then we 
consider the two last-cited verses by themselves, we cannot 


* «The first-born of every creature” 
is taken by Origen for an expression de- 
claring the Divinity of Christ, and used 
by him as a phrase in opposition to his 
humanity to express the same: “EAéyoxey 
Si wal év rots dvwrtea, ort at ety ives eios 
Dooval tov gy 7H “Incod Mewrtordnoy maong 
xrlotwe, dog i, Eye eis i 6006, ual 4 aAnbera, 


ual h Cot, nat at rovros wagamrnciat ai 6 
TOU HAT adToV vooUevev aySpamou, ws hn, Nuv 
S€ pot Cnreire amrouretvar, avSpworov o¢ viv 
257 cow r . oe 
adnSevyv buty AerdAnue. lib. ii. adv. Celsum, 
§. 25. 

+ In relation to the precedent words, 
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vidg ayannros was the vide mpwrdroxos. 
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deny but that they are a most complete description of the 
Creator of the World; and if they were spoken of God the 
Father, could be no way injurious to his majesty, who is no 
where more plainly or fully set forth unto us as the Maker of 
the World. 5 . 

Now although this were sufficient to persuade us to interpret 
this place of the making of the world, yet it will not be unfit to 
make use of another reason,which will compel us so to understand 
it. For undoubtedly there are but two kinds of creation in the 
language of the Scriptures, the one literal, the other metaphori- 
cal; one old, the other new; one by way of formation, the other 
by way of reformation. ‘If any man be in Christ, he is a new 
creature,” saith St. Paul (2 Cor. v. 17.) : and again, “ in Christ 
Jesus neither circumcision availeth any thing, nor uncircum- 
cision, but anew creature.” (Gal. vi. 15.) Instead of which words 
he had before, ‘ faith working by love.” (Gal. v. 6.) ‘‘ For we 
are the workmanship of God, created in Christ Jesus unto good 
works, which God hath before ordained that we should walk in 
them.” (Eph. ii. 10.) From whence it is evident, that a new 
creature is suck a person as truly believeth in Christ, and mani- 
festeth that faith, by the exercise of good works; and the new 
creation is the reforming or bringing man into this new condi- 
tion, which, by nature and his first creation, he was notin. And 
therefore he who is so created, is called a new man, in opposi- 
tion to “ the old man, which is corrupt according to the deceit- 
ful lusts :” (Eph. iv. 22.) From whence the apostle chargeth 
us to be “renewed in the spirit of our mind, and to put on that 
new man, which after God is created in righteousness and true 
holiness ;” (Eph. iv. 23, 24.) and “ which is renewed in know- 
ledge, after the image of him that created him.” (Col. ii. 10.) 
The new creation then is described to us as consisting wholly 
in renovation,* or a translation from a worse unto a better con- 
dition by way of reformation ; by which those who have lost the 
image of God, in which the first man was created, are restored 
to the image of the same God again, by a real change, though 
not substantial, wrought within them. Now this being the 
notion of the new creation, in all those places which undoubt- 
edly and confessedly speak of it, it will be necessary to apply it 
unto such Scriptures, as are pretended to require the same in- 
terpretation. Thus therefore I proceed. If the second or new 
creation cannot be meant by the apostle in the place produced 
out of the Epistle to the Colossians, then it must be interpreted 


* "Avavéwois or avaxalywoice as the new 
man, vé0¢ avOewros, Or wavec avOewmog. The 
first 6 dvavsovpcevog, the last, 6 dvanasvouprevoc, 
both the same. Suidas, "Avanzalnots, 4 dve- 
vemorg? A€yeTas 9 ual dvaxaivwoig: which is 
the language of the New Testament. This 
renovation being thus called xatw% xticis, 
the ancients framed a proper word for it, 


which is, dvanricic 8v 4 yleros mavrwy cav 
dv dvOpmrroig uate Thy bux xal xara 70 oo 
pa xanav dvaigecric. Just. Qu. et Resp. ad 
Grecos, p. 167. This new creation doth 
so necessarily infer an alteration, that it 
is called by St. Paul a metamorphosis, 
peerapogporcbs Th avancwveres FOU vous bendy. 
Rom. xii. 2. 
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of the first. For there are but two kinds of creation mentioned 
in the Scriptures, and one of them is there expressly named. 
But the place of the apostle can no way admit an interpretation 
by the new creation, as will thus appear: the object of the 
creation, mentioned in this place, is of as great latitude and 
universality as the object of the first creation, not only ex- 
pressed, but implied, by Moses. But the object of the new 
creation is not of the same latitude with that of the old. There- 
fore that which is mentioned here, cannot be the new creation. 
For certainly if we reflect upon the true notion of the new crea- 
tion, it necessarily and essentially includes an opposition to a 
former worse condition, as the new man.is always opposed to 
the old; and if Adam had continued still in innocency, there 
could have been no such distinction between the old man and 
the new, or the old and the new creation. Being then all men 
become not new, being there is no new creature but such whose 
“faith worketh by love,” being so many millions of men have 

neither faith nor love, it cannot be said that by Christ ‘all 
things were created ANrw that are in heaven and that are in 
earth,” when the greatest part of mankind have no share in the 
new creation. Again, we cannot imagine that the apostle 
should speak of the creation in a general word, intending thereby 
only the new, and while he doth so, express particularly and 
especially those parts of the old creation which are incapable 
of the new, or at least™have no relation toit. The angels are 
all either good or bad : but whether they be bad, they can never 
be good again, nor did Crist come to redeem the devils, or 
whether they be good, they were always such, nor were they so 
by the virtue of Christ’s incarnation, for “hetook not on him 
the nature of angels.” (Heb. ii. 16.) We acknowledge in man- 
kind a new creation, because an old man becomes a new; but 
there is no such notion in the celestial hierarchy, because no old 
and new angels: they which fell, are fallen for eternity ; they 
which stand, always stood, and shall stand for ever. Where 
then are the regenerated “‘ thrones and dominions?” Where are 
the recreated ‘‘ principalities and powers ?” All those angels of 
whatsoever degrees were created by the Son of God, as the apo- 
stle expressly affirms. But they were never “ created” by anew 
creation unto “ true holiness and righteousness,” (Eph. iv. 22.) 
because they always were truly righteous and holy ever since 
their first creation. Therefore except we could yet invent an- 
other creation, which were neither the old nor the new, we must 
conclude, that all the angels were at first created by the Son of 
God; and as they, so all things else, especially man, whose 
creation* all the first writers of the Church of God expressly 

* «Ad hoc Dominus sustinuit pati pro Epist. c. iv. And again: Aéye ye 4 yean 
anima nostra, cum sit orbis Terrarum $¥ meg! hudy we Aéyes TH VIM, Touhowmey nar. 
Dominus, cui dixit die ante constitutio- sixdva, &c.c.v. Eyxadcdpey obv “loudatos Tov 
nem seculi, Faciamus hominem ad imagi- — Tov a) voxrivact Oedy Vad TaY TpopuTaV Wor- 
nem et similitudinem nostram.’ Barnube rant psrraprupnprtvoy as esyaadny ovr ddva- 
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attribute unto the Son, asserting that those words, “ Let us 
make man,” (Gen.i.26.) were spoken as by the Father unto him. 
Nor need we doubt of this interpretation, or the doctrine 
arising from it, seeing it is so clearly delivered by St. John: 
“In the beginning was the Word, and the Word was with God, 
and the Word was God. ‘The same was in the beginning with 
God. All things were made by him, and without him was not 
any thing made that was made.” (i. 1—3.) Whereas we have 
proved Christ had a being before he was conceived by the Vir- 
gin Mary, because he was at the beginning of the World ; and 
have also proved that he was at the beginning of the World, 
because he made it; this place of St. John gives a sufficient 
testimony to the truth of both the last together. “ In the be- 
ginning was the Word ;”’ and that Word made flesh is Christ: 
therefore Christ was in the beginning. ‘ All things were made 


by him :” therefore he created the World. Indeed nothing can 


be more clearly penned, to give full satisfaction in this point, 
than these words of St. John, which seem with a strange brevity 
designed to take off all objections, and remove all prejudice, 
before they teach so strange a truth. Christ was born of the 
Virgin Mary, and his age was known to them for whom this 
Gospel was penned. St. John would teach that this Christ did 
make the World, which was created at least four thousand 
years before his birth. The name of Jesus was given him since, 
at his circumcision: the title of Christ belonged unto his office, 
which he exercised not till thirty years after. Neither of these 
with any show of probability will reach to the creation of the 
World. Wherefore he produceth a name of his, as yet unknown 
to the World, or rather not taken notice of, though in frequent 
use among the Jews, which belonged unto him who was made 
man, but before he was so. Under that name he shews at first 
that he had a being in the beginning ;* when all things were to 
be created, and consequently were not yet, then in the begin- 
ning was the Word, and so not created. This is the first step, 
the Word was not created when the World was made. The 
next is, that the same Word which then was, and was not made, 
at the same time, ‘‘ was with God,’”+ when he made all things; 


fasy wou sey, Kara Toy Tay SAwy @edv xa Mae 
Ted. TOUTOY yap paey ey 14) kara Maceo 


+ Tleds rev @eiy, that is, waed tw Oew, 
that is, by God. As Nonnus : 


Hor paomotia meorrarrovTe roy Tlaréga el puxévens 
7, Tevn Shr » iis, nat, TevnBivrw orEeew LEC, Kat 
Te Aovera, ioe mpockrater 6 @80g yevéoBar: 
nat Tour ew signnévas 7, Those apeey ay Sea 
Moy nar eindva nal opeotwoty nyaerégay. Orig. 
adv. Celsum,|. ii. §. 9. 

*°Ey dex, the first word of Moses; 
whence the Syriac translation, nwn. So 
Solomon yOX “7p WN. "Ev dex mpd 
xO Thy viv monoet Prov. villi. 23. ‘In 
principio erat Sermo; in quo principio 
scilicet Deus fecit celum etterram.’ Ter- 
tull. adv. Hermog. c. 20. 


Tlargis env dyukpiorog, dreercovs cuvOpovoc Eten. 
chis4; 

As Wisdom speaketh, Prov. viii. 30. then 
I was by him, xR AAR) Any wag’ aiTe. 
Chald. smy mm et eram in lutere ejus. 
Moschopulus, weet oxedav, p. 25. Tpd¢ rev 
Osdy, TouTégT, peEeTa ToD Ocod. As: Ab dder- 
pat avrov obx! TArus ogee npatis slot; Matt. 
xiii. 56. xaS’ nakeay many 7 e0S bpeaic. Mark 
xiv. ie mpog bynes 0E TUX OY Mreaperpreve. 1 Cor 

. 6. Temioreupeévy Saxoviey ‘Ingo X¢e 
ace og oeo alavay mage Maret jy, ual és 
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and therefore well may we conceive it is he to whom “ God said, 
Let.us make man in our image, after our likeness ;” (Gen. i. 26. 
and of whom those words may be understood, ‘ Behold, the 
man is become as one of us.” (Gen. iii. 22.) After this, lest any 
should conceive the creation of the World too great and divine 
a work to be attributed to the Word; lest any should object, 
that none can produce any thing out of nothing but God him- 
self; he addeth, That “the Word,” as he “was with God,” so 
“was he also God.” Again, lest any should divide the Deity, 
or frame a false conception of different gods, he returns unto 
the second assertion, and joins it with the first, “ The same was 
in the beginning with God :” and then delivers that which at 
the first seemed strange, but now after those three propositions, 
may easily be accepted ; “ All things were made by him, and 
without him was not any thing made that was made.” For now 
this is no new doctrine, but only an interpretation of those 
Scriptures which told us, God made all things by his Word 
before. For “God said, Let there be light; and there was 
light.” (Gen. 1. 3.) And so “ by the Word of the Lord were 
the heavens made, and all the hosts of them by the breath of 
his mouth.” (Psal. xxxiii. 6.) From whence ‘‘ we understand 
that the worlds were framed by the Word of God.” (Heb. xi. 3. 
2 Pet. iii. 5.) Neither was it a new interpretation, but that 
which was most familiar to the Jews, who in their synagogues, 
by the reading of the paraphrase* or the interpretation of the 


* T conceive this Chaldee paraphrase to 
represent the sense ofthe Jews of that age, 
as beifig their public interpretation of the 
Scripture. Wherefore what we find com- 
mon and frequent in it, we cannot but think 
the vulgar and general opinion of that 
nation. Now itis certain that this para- 
phrast doth often use 1 xo‘) the word of 
God, for s17* God himself, and that espe- 
cially with relation to the creation of the 
world. As Isa. xlv. 12. DIRT YOR SM wy °DIN 
smxia m>y I madetheearth, and created man 
upon it, saith the Lord, the Holy One of Is- 
rael; which the Chaldee translateth x2x 
YOR May “ava. I by my word made the 
earth, and created man uponit. In the same 
manner, Jer. xxvii. 5. I made the earth, and 
men and beasts on the face of the earth ; the 
Targum xyox mM mtay 2 xx And Isa. 
xlvili, 13. yor mop! ot 9x My hand also 
founded the earth: the Chaldee “73'32 58 
nye n>>aw Etiam in verbo meo fundavi ter- 
ram. And most clearly Gen. i. 27.we read, 
Et creavit Deus hominem: the Jerusalem 
Targum, Verbum domini creavit hominem. 
And Gen. iii.8. Audierunt vocem Domini Dei: 
the Chaldee paraphrase xv" 9p M Rw 
wy Et audierunt vocem verbi Domini Dei 
Now this which the Chaldee paraphrase 
called x9 the Hellenists named Acyov’ as 
appeareth by Philo the Jew, who wrote be- 


fore St. John, and reckons in his Divinity, 
first Taréea rév SAwy, then. dedrEpoy @edy, 5¢ 
tor exsivou Adyos. Quest. et Solut. Frag. 
p: 625. vol. ii. ap. Euseb. Prep. Evang. 
1, vii. c. 13. Whom he calls: deS0v @e0t 
Aébyov, mewréyovoy vicy. De Agricult. p. 308. 
vol. i. He attributes the creation of the 
World to this‘ Adyos, whom he terms: 
Geyavoy @eov, ov (Ondo pr09)MaTECKEvAT Tet. 
De Flammeo gladio, ad fin. p. 162. vol. i, 
Tuice 9E Oeod 6 Adyos adrod éorly, wo naddaree 
deyavn meoryenrapevos Exorpnomroie. Idem, 
Alleg. lib. ii. al. ili. p. 106. vol.i. Where 
we must observe, though Philo makes the 
Aoyos, of whom he speaks, as instrumental 
in the creation of the World; yet he tak- 
eth it not for a bare expression of the will 
of God, but for a God, though in the se- 
cond degree, and expressly for the Son of 
God. Nor ought we to look on Philo 
Judzus in this as a Platonist, but merely 
as a Jew, who refers his whole doctrine 
of this Adyog to the first chapter of Gene- 
sis. And the rest of the Jews before him, 
who had no such knowledge out of Plato’s 
school, used the same notion. Foras Isa. 
xlviii. 13. the hand of God, is by the Chal- 
dee, paraphrast translated the Word of 
God: so in the book of Wisdom, 4 wavro- 
Sivapeds cov yEle ab uticaca rev xdopaoy, 
Sap. xi. 17. is changed into 6 wavrodiva- 
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Hebrew text in the Chaldee language, were constantly taught, 
that the Word of God was the same with God, and that by that 
Word all things were made. Which undoubtedly was the cause 
why St. John delivered so great a mystery in so few words, as 
speaking unto them who at the first apprehension understood 
him. Only that which as yet they knew not was, that this Word 
was made flesh, and that this Word made flesh was Jesus Christ. 
Wherefore this exposition being so literally clear in itself, so 
consonant to the notion of the Word, and the apprehension of 
the Jews; itis infinitely to be preferred before any such inter- 
pretation as shall restrain the most universals to a few parti- 
culars, change the plainest expressions into figurative phrases, 
and make of a sublime truth, a weak, useless, false discourse. 
For who will grant that “in the beginning” must be the same 
with that in St. John’s first Epistle @. 1.) “ from the beginning,” 
especially when the very interpretation involves in itself a con- 
tradiction? For “the beginning” in St. John’s Epistle, is that 
in which the apostles saw, and heard, and touched the Word : 
“‘ the beginning” in his Gospel was that in which ‘‘ the Word 
was with God,” that is, not seen nor heard by the apostles,but 
known as yet to God alone, as the new exposition will have it, 
Who will conceive it worthy of the apostle’s assertion, to teach 
that the Word had a being in the beginning of the Gospel, at 
what time John the Baptist began to preach ; when we know 
the Baptist taught as much, who therefore “ came baptizing 
with water, that he might be made manifest unto Israel ?” 
(John i. 31.) when we are sure that St. Matthew and St. Luke, 
who wrote before him, taught us more than this, that he,had a 
being thirty years before? when we are assured, it was as true 
of any other then ae as of the Word, even of Judas who 
betrayed him, even of Pilate who condemned him? Again, 
who can imagine the apostle should assert that the Word was, 
that is, had an actual being, when as yet he was not actually 
the Word? For if ‘ the beginning” be, when John the Baptist 
began to preach, and the Word, as they say, be nothing else 


fog cov Adyog am’ oveavey, xvili. 15. and 
Siracides xlifi. 26. "Ev Aéyw aired cbyues- 
va @mavra. Nay, the Septuagint hath 
changed Shaddai, the undoubted name of 
the omnipotent God, into Aéyos, the Word, 
Ezek. i. 24. stw~5)pd ‘ quasi vox sublimis 
_ Dei, quod Hebraice .appellatur “tw, et 
juxta LXX. Gavi rod Adyou, id est, vor 
Verbi, ut universa que predicantur in 
mundo vocem Filii Dei esse dicamus.’ 
S. Hieron. ad loc. col. 679. And there- 
fore Celsus, writing in the person of a 
Jew, acknowledgeth that the Word is 
the Son of God. Ei ye 6 Adyog Eorty ipety 
vidg Tov @eod, Hal nrtig Emaswoduev. Orig. 
adv. Celsum, |. i. §. 31. And although 
Origen objects that in this Celsus makes 
the Jew speak improverly, because the 


Jews which he had conversed with, did 
never acknowledge that the Son of God 
was the Word; yet Ceisus’s Jew did 
speak the language of Philo: but between 
the time of Celsus and that of Origen (I 
guess about threescore years), the Jews 
had learnt to deny that notion of Adyos, 
that they might with more colour reject 
St. John. If then all the Jews, both 
they which understood the Chaldee ex- 
position, and those which only used the 
Greek translation, had such a notion of 
the Word of God; if all things, by their 
confession, were made by the Word ; we 
have no reason to believe St. John should 
make use of any other notion than what 
they before had, and that by means 
whereof he might be so easily understood. 
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but he who speaketh, and so revealeth the will of God ; Christ 
had not then revealed the will of God, and consequently was 
not then actually the Word, but only potentially or by designa- 
tion. Secondly, It is a strange figurative speech, “the Word 
was with God,” that is, was known to God, especially in this 
apostle’s method. “In the beginning was the Word ;” there 
was must signify an actual existence; and ifso, why in the next 
sentence (“the Word was with God’) shall the same verb sig- 
nify an objective being only ? Certainly though to be in the be- 
ginning be one thing, and to be with God, another ; yet to be 
in either of them is the same. But if we should imagine this 
being understood of the knowledge of God, why we should grant 
that thereby is signified, he was known to God alone, I cannot 
conceive. For the proposition of itself is. plainly affirmative, 
and the exclusive particle on/y added to the exposition, maketh 
it clearly negative. Nay more, the affirmative sense is cer- 
tainly true, the negative as certainly false. For except Gabriel 
be God who came to the Virgin; except every one of the hea- 
venly host which appeared to the shepherds, be God; except 
Zachary and Elizabeth, except Simeon and Anna, except Jo- 
seph and Mary, be God; it cannot be true that he was known 
to God only, for to all these he was certainly known. Thirdly, 
To pass by the third attribute, ‘and the Word was God,” as 
having occasion suddenly after to handle it; seeing the apostle 
hath again repeated the circumstance of time as most material, 
“the same was in the beginning with God,” and immediately 
subjoined those words, “all things were made by him, and 
without him was not any thing made that was made ;” how can 
we receive any exposition, which referreth not the making of 
all these things to him in the beginning? But if we understand 
the latter part of the apostles, who, after the ascension of our 
Saviour, did nothing but what they were commanded and em- 
powered to do by Christ, it will bear no relation to the begin- 
ning. If we interpret the former, of all which Jesus said and 
did in the promulgation of the Gospel, we cannot yet reach to 
the beginning assigned by the new expositors: for while John 
the Baptist only preached, while in their sense the Word was 
with God, they will not affirm that Jesus did any of these things 
that are here spoken of. And consequently, according to their 
grounds, it will be true to say, ‘ In the beginning was the Word, 
and that Word in the beginning was with God, insomuch as in 
the beginning nothing was done by him, but without him were 
all things done, which were done in the beginning.’ Wherefore, 
in all reason we should stick to the known interpretation, in 
which every word receiveth its own proper signification, with- 
out any figurative distortion, and is preserved in its due latitude’ 
and extension, without any curtailing restriction. And there- 
fore I conclude, from the undeniable testimony of St. John, that 
in the beginning, when the heavens and the earth and all the 
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hosts of them were created, all things were made by the Word, 
who is Christ Jesus being made flesh ; and consequently, by the 
method of argument, as the apostle antecedently by the method 
of nature, that in the beginning Christ was. He then who was 
in heaven, and descended from thence before that which was 
begotten of the Virgin ascended thither, he who was before 
John the Baptist and before Abraham, he who was at the end 
of the first World, and at the beginning of the same; he had a 
real being and existence, before Christ was conceived by the 
Virgin Mary. But all these we have already shewed belong 
unto the Son of God. Therefore we must acknowledge, that 
Jesus Christ had a real being and existence before he was be- 
gotten by the Holy Ghost: which is our first assertion, pro- 


perly opposed to the Photinians.* 


* The Photinians were heretics, so 
called from Photinus, bishop of Sirmium, 
but born in Gallogrecia, and scholar to 
Marcellus, bishop of Ancyra. ‘ Photinus 
de Gallogrevia, Marcelli discipulus, Sir- 
mii Episcopus ordinatus, Hebionis Here- 
sin instaurare conatus est.’ S. Hieron. 
Catal. Eccl. n. 117. col. 415. ¢ Photinus, 
Sirmiensis Episcopus, fuit a Marcello 
imbutus. Nam et Diaconus sub eo ali- 
quandiu fuit. Hilar. Frag. ii. §. 19. 
Wherefore when “Epiphanius speaketh 
thus of him, ciros apudro amd Liepelov, it 
hath no relation to the original of his 
person, but his heresy ; of which St. Hi- 
lary: ‘ Pestifere, natum Jesum Christum 
ex Maria, Pannonia defendit.’ De Trin. 
]. vil. c. 3. He was a man of singular 
parts and abilities : @dcews Eyav eb rEvew, 
net greiOew ixavoc, says Sozom. I. iv. c. 6. 
Péyove 38 ovrog 6 DwrEewog AdAco TOV TpOTFOV, 
ual weupepetvog Tiv yA@rtav, worrovg Dé duva- 
feV0s aMaATAY TH TOU ACyou Weohopa nat erot- 
poroyla. S. Epiphan. Her. 71. §. 1. ‘ Erat 
et ingenii viribus valens, et doctrine opi- 
bus excellens, et eloquio prepotens, 
quippe qui utroque sermone copiose et 
graviter disputaret et scriberet.’ Vincent. 
Livin. adv. Heres. c. 16. He is said by 
some to follow the heresy of Ebion. 
‘Hebionis heresin instaurare conatus 
est,’ says St. Jerome; and St. Hilary 
ordinarily understands him by the name 
of Hebion, and sometimes expounds him- 
self, ‘Hebion, qui est Photinus.’ But 
there is no similitude in their doctrines, 
Hebion being more Jew than Christian, 
and teaching Christ as much begotten by 
Joseph, as born of Mary. Philaster will 
have him agree wholly with Paulus Sa- 
mosatenus ‘in omnibus.’ Epiphanius with 
an aad peéeous, and éréxewa. Socrates 
and Sozomen, with him, and with Sa- 
bellius : whereas he differed much from 
them both, especially from Sabellius, as 
being far from a Patripassian. ‘ Mar- 


cellus Sabelliane heresis assertor exsti- 
terat: Photinus vero novam heresin jam 
ante protulerat, a Sabellio quidem in 
unione dissentiens, sed initium Christi ex 
Maria predicabat.’ Severus Hist. Sacr. 
1. ii. p. 104. ed. Elz. 1656. Wherefore it 
will not be unnecessary to collect out of 
antiquity what did properly belong unto 
Photinus, because I think it not yet done, 
and we find his heresy, in the propriety of 
it, to begin and spread again. ‘* Photinus, 
mentis cecitate deceptus, in Christo ve- 
rum et substantiz nostre confessus est 
hominem, sed eundem Deum de Deo ante 
omnia secula genitum esse non credidit.’ 
Leo de Nativ. Christi Serm. iv. ‘Ecce 
Photinus hominem tantum profitetur Dei 
Filium ; dicit illum non fuisse ante bea- 
tam Mariam.’ Lucifer Caralit. de non 
parc. in Deum deling. t. iv. p. 171. Bi- 
blioth. Patr. ‘Si quis in Christo sic veri- 
tatem predicat anime et carnis, ut veri- 
tatem in eo nolit accipere Deitatis, id est, 
qui sic dicit Christum hominem, ut Deum 
neget, non est Christianus Catholicus, sed’ 
Photinianus Hereticus.’ Fulg. ad Donat. 
lib. c. 16. @aresvog Lirdv avSemsroy AEyes Tov 
yeyevntrévoy, Oso pan A€ywy Elvar rly Ténoy, 
nal riven untpag mpoertovra, avSewmroy imori- 
Serar Sinenutvov Oecd. Theod. Homil. de 
Nativ. Ephes. Concil. p. iii. c. 10. ‘ Ana- 
thematizamus Photinum, qui Hebionis 
heresim instaurans, Dominum Jesum . 
Christum tantum ex Maria Virgine con- 
fitetur.’ Damasus Profess. Fidei. acne 
8 ores, dm deytics Xerorov por elve, dard 2 
Magias nat devgo abrov adexew, eLore, gnc, 
70 Tlveiua +o &ytov @aiabey er abtav nai 
eyevynn ex TIvevpatos ayiov. S. Epiphan. 
Heres. 71. §.1.  “Enrtye 82 wo @ede prev ort 
wavronparwp cic, 6 ido Adyw Te wavra on- 
fatoveyncag: tiv 36 med Tey aiavev yéynely Ts 
nat Umraplwv rot vied ob meoriero, GAN’ Ex Ma- 
elas yeyevicbar Tov Xpioriv sicnyeiro. Sozo- 
men, l. iv. c. 6. ‘ Photini ergo secta hec 
est. Dicit Deum singulum esse et soli- 


182 


ARTICLE II. 


The second assertion, next to be made good, is, that the 
_ being which Christ had, before he was conceived by the Virgin, 


tarium, et more Judaico confitendum: 
‘Trinitatis plenitudinem negat, neque ullam 
- Dei Verbi, aut ullam Spiritus Sancti pu- 
tat esse personam. Christum vero homi- 
nem tantummodo solitarium asserit, cui 
principium adscribit ex Maria; et hoc 
omnibus modis dogmatizat, solam nos 
personam Dei Patris, et solum Christum 
hominem colere debere.’ Vinc. Lirinensis 
adv. Heres. c. 17. In the disputation 
framed by Vigilius, out of the seventh 
book of St. Hilary, as I conceive, Pho- 
tinus rejecting the opinion of Sabellius 
(whom Socrates and Sozomen said he 
followed) as impious, thus declares his 
own: ‘ Unde magis ego dico, Deum Pa- 
trem Filium habere Dominum Jesum 
Christum, ex Maria Virgine initium su- 
mentem, qui per sancte conversationis 
excellentissimum atque inimitabile bea- 
titudinis meritum, a Deo Patre in Filium 
adoptatus et eximio Divinitatis honore 
donatus.” Dial. 1. 1. §. 4. And again: 
‘ Ego Domino nostro Jesu Christo initium 
tribuo, purumque hominem fuisse affirmo, 
et per beate vite excellentissimum meri- 
tum Divinitatis honorem fuisse adeptum.’ 
Ibid. §. 10. Vide eundem 1. ii. adv. 
Eutych. ‘Ignorat etiam Photinus mag- 
num pietatis, quod Apostolus memorat, 
sacramentum, qui Christi ex Virgine fa- 
tetur exordium : Et propterea non credit 
sine initio substantialiter Deum natum 
ex Deo Patre, in quo carnis veritatem 
confitetur ex Virgine.’ Fulg. ad Thrasim. 
l. i. c. 6. Gregory Nazianzen, according 
to his custom, gives a very brief, but re- 
markable expression: wrevot roy xdror 
Xerordy nal dard Maglas dexsuevoy. Orat. 26. 
But the opinion of Photinus cannot be 
better understood, than by the condemna- 
tion of it in the Council of Sirmium ; 
which having set out the confession of 
their faith in brief, addeth many and va- 
rious anathemas, according to the several 
heresies then apparent, without mention- 
ing their names. Of these, the fifth aims 
clearly at Photinus: ‘Si quis secundum 
prescientiam vel predestinationem ex 
Maria dicit Filium esse, et non ante se- 
cula ex Patre natum, apud Deum esse, 
et per eum facta esse omnia, Anathema 
sit. The thirteenth, fourteenth, and fif- 
teenth, also were particulars directed 
against him, as St. Hilary hath observed : 
but the last of all is most material: ‘Si 
quis Christum Deum, Filium Dei, ante 
secula subsistentem, et ministrantem Pa- 
tri ad omnium perfectionem, non dicat, 
sed ex quo de Maria natus est, ex eo et 
Christum et Filium nominatum esse, et 
initium accepisse ut sit Deus, dicat, Ana- 


thema sit.’ Upon which, the observation 
of St. Hilary is this: ‘Concludi damna- 
tio ejus heresis, propter quam conventum 
erat, (that is, the Photinian) expositione 
totius fidei cui adversabatur, oportuit, 
que initium Dei Filii ex partu Virginis 
mentiebatur.’ S. Hilar. de Synod. contra 
Arianos,c. 61. Thus was Photinys bishop 
of Sirmium condemned by a Council held 
in the same city. They all agreed sud- 
denly in the condemnation of him; 
Arians, Semi-Arians, and Catholics: xe- 
Setaoy evdis, says Socrates, ual rovro pxsy 
dg narsig nat Sinaiws yevoresvov, wavTes Earrive- 
gay rat Tore nat meta Tavera. lib. li. c. 29. 
And because his history is very obscure 
and intricate, take this brief catalogue oi 
his condemnations. We read that he 
was condemned at the Council of Nice, 
and at the same time by a Council at 
Rome under Sylvester: but this is deli- 
vered only in a forged Epilogus Coneilit 
Romani. He was then first condemned 
with Marcellus his master, as Sulpitius 
Severus relates, probably by the Synod at 
Constantinople; for in that Marcellus 
was deprived. [circ. A. D. 344.] Sozom. 
1. ii. 33. Socrat. |. ii. 36. Secondly, his 
heresy is renounced in the second Synod 
at Antioch. Athanas. de Syn. Socrat. 1. ii. 
19. Thirdly, he was condemned in the 
Council of Sardes. S. Epiphan. Heres. 
71. §. 1. and Sulpitius Severus, p. 240. 
Fourthly, by a Council at Milan. [A. D. 
347.] S. Hilar. Fragm. ii. §. 19. Fifthly, 
in a Synod at Sirmium, he was deposed 
by the western bishops ; but by reason 
of the great opinion and affection of the 
people, he could not be removed. [A. D. 
349.] S. Hilar. Fragm. ibid. §. 21. 
Sixthly, he was again condemned and de- 
posed at Sirmium by the eastern bishops, 
and being convicted by Basil, bishop of 
Ancyra, was banished from thence. [ A.D. 
351.| S. Hilar. ibid. §. 22. et de Synod. 
c. 37. S. Epiph. Socrat. Sozom. Vigil. In- 
deed, he was so generally condemned 
not only then, but afterwards under Va- 
lentinian, as St. Jerome testifies, and the 
synodic Epistle of the Aquileian Council, 
that his opinion was soon worn out of the 
world. "Hon yag ual Sieonedacdn ele ortyov 
xpovov n ToUTOU Tod Hrarnévou aivecis, Says 
Epiphanius, who lived not long after him. 
So suddenly was this opinion rejected by 
all Christians, applauded by none but 
Julian the heretic, who railed at St. John 
for making Christ God, and conimended 
Photinus for denying it; as appears by 
an Epistle written by Julian unto him, as 
it is (though in a mean translation) deli- 
vered by Facundus : ‘ Tu quidem, O Pho- 
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was not any created, but the divine essence, by which he 
always was truly, really, and properly God. This will evi- 
dently and necessarily follow trom the last demonstration of 
the first assertion, the creating all things by the Son of God ; 
from whence we inferred his pre-existence, ‘in the beginning”’ 
assuring us as much that he was God, as that he was, “ For he 
that built all things was God.” (Heb. iii. 4.) And the same 
apostle which assures us, “ All things were made by him,” at 
the same time tells us, “In the beginning was the Word, and 
the Word was with God, and the Word was God.” (John i. 
3.1.) Where “In the beginning” must not be denied unto 
the third proposition, because it cannot be denied unto the 
second. Therefore “in the beginning, or ever the earth was, 
the Word was God,” (Prov. viii. 23.) the same God with whom 
he was. For we cannot, with any show of reason, either ima- 
gine that he was with one God, and was another, because there 
can be no more supreme Gods than one; or conceive that the 
apostle should speak of one kind of God in the second, and of 
another in the third proposition; in the second, of a God eter- 
nal and independent ; in the third, of a made and depending 
God.* Especially, first considering that the eternal God was 


tine, verisimilis videris, et proximus sal- 
vare, bene faciens nequaquam in utero 
inducere, quem credidisti Deum.’ Fa- 
cun. ad Justinian. |. iv. c. 2. p. 163. 

* And that upon so poor a ground as 
the want of an article, because in the first 
place it is, av medg Tov @edv, in the second, 
@ed¢ hy 6 Adyos, not 6 @eég from hence to 
conclude, 6'@sd¢ is one God, that is, x27” 
eZoxiv, the supreme God, @ed¢ another, 
not the supreme, but one made God by 
him. Indeed, they are beholden to Epi- 
phanius fer this observation, whose words 
are these: “Edy elmwmsy, @0¢, dvev Tov 
deSeou, tov ruxwra elmouev Oely Tav ESvay, 
4 Oecy sy ovra (or rather ovx dvra)* éay 08 
Elorwprev; 6 Oed¢, SHAov wo amd TOU aeBeou, Tey 
wre onalyorey aAnOn TE Kal yirwoRdprevor. 
Samarit. Heres. ix. §. 4. But whosoever 
shall apply this rule to the sacred Scrip- 
tures will find it most fallacious. In the 
beginning, éxoincey 6 @edg rov obpavey Kai Tiy 
yiv, undoubtedly belongs to the true and 


supreme God : but it does not thence fol- 


low, that mvsua @zod eqrepégero Erava Tov 
Ujaros, should be understood of the spirit 
of another orinferior God. Certainly St. 
John (i. 6.) when he speaks of the Bap- 
tist, éyévero avOewmos arerrarertvog gage 
@eov, meant, he had his commission from 
heaven ; and when it is spoken of Christ, 
(ver. 12.) wey airois eZouciay réxva @eod 
yeverOat, and again, (ver. 13.) é @ed 
eyewnSncay, it must be understood of. the 
true God the Father. In the like manner, 
(ver. 18.) @gov ovdele Edeaue wamore, if it 


were taken tuxirws of any ever called 
God ; nay, even of Christ Jesus as man, 
it were certainly false. How can then 
any deny the Word to be the supreme 
God, because he is called simply 23, 
when St. John in the four next places, in 
which he speaketh of the supreme God, 
mentioneth him without an article? This 
criticism of theirs was first the observa- 
tion of Asterius the Arian: Ovx simev 6 
peanderog Tlavaog Xpiorov unevoossy tiv Tou 
Os0d Bwvaperv, i Thy TOU Oecd copiay, dAAA diva 
Tig meorOnuns, Suvapety @eov, ual Oeov copiar 
BAAN paey Elvan THY ay avTod TOU @sod siva- 
fey tiv Euput avrea “al cuvumdpyoucay 
dyewnrws, unevcowy. ‘These are the words 
of Asterius recorded by Athanasius, Orat.2. 
contra Arianos, §. 37. In which place, 
notwithstanding, none can deny but @e0t 
is twice taken without an article for the 
true and supreme God. Thus Didymus 
of Alexandria de Sp. S. would distinguish 
between the person and the gift of the 
Holy Ghost, by the addition or defect of 
the article: ‘ Apostoli, quando intelligi 
volunt personam Spiritus Sancti, addunt 
articulum, +d mvétja, sine quo Spiritus 
Sancti dona notantur.’ Inter oper. S. Hie- 
ronym. And Athanasius objects against 
his adversaries denying the Holy Ghost 
to be God, that they produced places out 
of the prophets to prove him a creature, 
where wyvevua had not so much as an 
article prefixed, which might give some 
colour to interpret it of the Holy Spirit : 
OLD? yae obY By 7d agbeov Exn 73 mapa oii 
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so constantly among the Jews called “the Word,” the only 
reason which we can conceive, why the apostle should thus use 
this phrase: and then observing the manner of St. John’s 
writing, who rises strangely by degrees, making the last word 
of the former sentence the first of that which followeth: as, 
“In him was life, and the life was the light of men; and the 
light shineth in darkness, and the darkness comprehended it 
not: so, in the beginning was the Word, and the Word,” 
(John i. 4, 5.) which so was in the beginning, “ was with God, 
and the Word was God;” that is, the same God with whom the 
Word was in the beginning. But he could not be the same 
God with him any other way, than by having the same divine 
essence. Therefore the being which Christ had, before he was 
conceived by the Virgin, was the divine nature by which he was 
properly and really God. 

Secondly, He who was subsisting in the form of God, and 
thought himself to be equal with God (in which thought he 
could not be deceived, nor be injurious to God), must of ne- 
cessity be truly and essentially God; because there can be no 
equality between the divine essence, which is infinite, and any 
other whatsoever, which must be finite. But this is true of 
Christ, and that antecedently to his conception in the Virgin’s 
womb, and existence in his human nature. For, “ being (or 
rather subsisting)* in the form of God, he thought it not rob- 
bery to be equal with God: but emptied himself, and took upon 
him the form of a servant, and was made in the likeness of 
men.” (Phil. ii. 6, 7.) Out of which words naturally result 
three propositions fully demonstrating our assertion. First, 
That Christ was in the form of a servant, as soon as he was 
made man. Secondly, That he was in the form of God, before 
he was in the form of a servant. Thirdly, That he was in the 


Teophrou Agyopeevoy vUY wvEdILa, iva Hav Tpd- 
pact eynte, Kpist. ad Serapionem, i. §. 7. 
Whereas we find in the same place of St. 
John, the same Spirit in the same sense 
mentioned with and without an article. 
"Edy pan vig yevndn &€ Udarog ual mvetuaros, 
John iii. 5. and, +d yeyewnpetvov éx rod 
avevjratos, ver. 6. So 1 John iv. 1. Mi 
TayeTl WEYAAT, WTTEVETE, GAAA Sonsalers 
vz mvevara, And again, (ver. 2.) “Ey 
TUTH yivwoKETE TO TvEv[Aa TOU Ozod’ way 
avetija, &c. And beside, according to 
that distinction, 76 mvetj.a certainly stands 
for the gift of the Spirit, 1 Thess. v. 19. 
70 orvevpact pa oBewuTe. In the like manner, 
it is so far from truth, that the Scriptures 
observe so much the articles, as to use 6 
@et¢ always for the true and supreme God, 
and Sed; for the false or inferior; that 
where the true is professedly opposed to 
the false, even there he is styled simply 
@2dg. As: ’AAAX TOTE prév oun E:S0TEG Oey, 
edourticare Tors pa Duce oes eoig: voy dE 


yvivreg Oedv, AAA SE yrwoBEvres UIs Oeov. 
Gal. iv. 8,9. And where the supreme is 
distinguished from him whom they make 
the inferior God, he is called likewise 
@ed¢ without an article, as: AovAog “Incov 
Xeiorov, acargirprtvos sig evayyédrov Oeov, 
and tov desrbéivrog vied Oecd év Suvamess, 
Rom. i. 1. 4. “Asrdorodos "Incod Xesrrov 
did Sernuaros @eov, 1 Cor. i. 1. 2 Cor. i. 1. 
Eph. i. 1. Col. i. 1. And if this distinc- 
tion were good, our Saviour’s argument 
to the Pharisees were not so: Ei d& éya 
ey mVEvaTs @eov ExBardAw Ta Satudvia, apa 
Epdacey ip’ tuas h BactAcia rov @eod, Matt. 
xii. 28. For it doth not follow, that if 
by the power of an inferior or false god 
he cast out devils, that therefore the king- 
dom of the true and supreme God is come 
upon them. 

* «Tn effigie Dei constitutus.’ Tertull. 
adv. Marcion. l.v. 20. et adv. Prax. c.7. ‘In 
figura Dei constitutus.’ S. Cyprian. Testim. 
1]. i. adv, Jud. §.13.et1. iii. ad Quirin.§.39. 
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form of God, that is, did as truly and really subsist in the 
divine nature, as in the form of a servant, or in the nature of 
man. It is a vain imagination, that our Saviour then first ap- 
peared a servant, when he was apprehended, bound, scourged, 
crucified. For they were not all slaves which ever suffered 
such indignities, or died that death ; and when they did, their 
death did not make, but find them, or suppose them servants. 
Beside, our Saviour in all the degrees of his humiliation never 
lived as a servant unto any master on earth. It is true, at first 
he was subject, but as a son, to his reputed father and un- 
doubted mother. When he appeared in public, he lived after 
the manner of a prophet, and a doctor sent from God, accom- 
panied with a family as it were of his apostles, whose master 
he professed himself, subject to the commands of no man in 
that office, and obedient only unto God. “ The form’ then 
“of a servant” which he “took upon him,” must consist in 
something distinct from his sufferings, or submission unto 
men; as the condition in which he was, when he so submitted, 
and so suffered. In that he was “ made flesh,” (John i. 14.) 
sent “in the likeness of sinful flesh,” (Rom. viii. 3.) subject 
unto all infirmities and miseries of this life, attending on the 
sons of men fallen by the sin of Adam: in that he was “ made 
of a woman, made under the Law,” (Gal. iv. 4.) and so obliged 
to perform the same; which Law did so handle the children 
of God, as that they differed nothing from servants: in that 
he was born, bred, and lived in a mean, low, and abject condi- 
tion; “as a root out of a dry ground, he had no form nor 
comeliness, and when they saw him, there was no beauty that 
they should desire him ; but was despised and rejected of men, 
a man of sorrows, and acquainted with grief :” (Isa. lili. 2, 3.) 
In that he was thus made man, he “ took upon him the form 
of a servant.” Which is not mine, but the apostle’s explica- 
tion ; as adding it not by way of conjunction, in which there 
might be some diversity, but by way of apposition, which sig- 
nifieth a clear identity. And therefore it is necessary to ob- 
serve, that our translation of that verse is not only not exact, 
but very disadvantageous to that truth, which is contained in 
it. For we read it thus: ‘“ He made himself of no reputation, 
and took upon him the form of a servant, and was made in the 
likeness of men.” Where we have two copulative conjunc- 
tions, neither of which is in the original text,* and three dis- 
tinct propositions, without any dependence of one upon the 
other; whereas all the words together are but an expression of 
Chrvst’s exinanition, with an explication shewing in what it con- 


* TAAN Eavrdv Exéyoe, progpiy Svarov Aa- —fuctus, where yevézevog is added by appo- 
Baw, ev ouorduars dvSenmoy yevorevoc, which sition to Aw@4v, and have both equal re- 
is also exactly observed by the Vulgar lation to éxévwoe: or, which is all one, 
Latin, Sed semetipsum exinanivit, formam — txfywoe KaBdv, 2rAaBe yevopeevog. Phil. ii. 7. 
servi accipiens, in similitudine hominum 
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sisteth: which will clearly appear by this literal translation, 
‘Put emptied himself, taking the form of a servant, being 
made in the likeness of men.’ Where if any man doubt how 
Christ ‘ emptied himself,’ the text will satisfy him, “ by taking 
the form of a servant;” if any still question how he took the 
form of a servant, he hath the apostle’s resolution, “ by being 
made in the likeness of men.” Indeed, after the expression of 
this exinanition, he goes on with a conjunction, to add an- 
other act of Christ’s humiliation ; ‘‘ And being found in fashion 
as a man,” being already by his exinanition in the form ofa 
servant, or the likeness of men, “‘ he humbled himself, and be- 
came (or rather becoming)* obedient unto death, even the 
death of the cross.” (Phil. 11. 8.) As therefore his humiliation 
consisted in his obedience unto death, so his exinanition con- 
sisted in the assumption of the form of a servant, and that in 
the nature of man. All which is very fitly expressed by a 
strange interpretation in the Epistle to the Hebrews. For 
whereas these words are clearly in the Psalmist, “ Sacrifice 
and offering thou didst not desire, mine ears hast thou opened:” 
(Psal. xl. 6.) the apostle appropriateth the sentence to Christ ; 
“When he cometh into the world, he saith, Sacrifice and of- 
fering thou wouldest not, but a body hast thou prepared me.” 
(Heb. x. 5.) Now being the boring of the ear under the Law, 
(Exod, xxi. 6. Deut. xv. 17.) was a note of perpetual servi- 
tude, being this was expressed in the words of the Psalmist, 
and changed by the apostle into the preparing of a body; it 
followeth that when Christ’s body first was framed, even then 
did he assume the form of a servant. 

Again, it appeareth out of the same text, that Christ was in 
the form of God before he was in the form of a servant, and 
consequently, before he was made man. For he which 1s pre- 
supposed to be, and to think of that being which he hath, and 
upon that thought to assume, must have that being before that 
assumption ; but Christ is first expressly said to be in the form 
of God, and, being so, to think it no robbery to be equal with 
God, and notwithstanding that equality, to take upon him the 
form of a servant: therefore it cannot be denied but he was 
before in the form of God. Beside, he was not in the form of 
a servant, but by the emptying himself, and all exinanition 
necessarily presupposeth a precedent plenitude; it being as 
impossible to empty any thing which hath no fulness, as to fill 
any thing which hath no emptiness. But the fulness which 
Christ had, in respect whereof assuming the form of a servant, 
he is said to empty himself, could be in nothing else but in 
the form of God, in which he was before. Wherefore, if the 


* "Eramelywoey Eaurdy, yevoueevog vmhixoog. vere, and his farther humiliation, or ira- 
For in both these verses there is but one weivwre: the rest are all particles added 
conjunction, joining together two acts of for explication to the verbs. 
our Saviour, bis first exinanition, or éxé- 
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assumption of the form of a servant be contemporary with his 
exinanition; if that exinanition necessarily presupposeth a 
plenitude as indispensably antecedent to it ; if the form of God 
be also coeval with that precedent plenitude; then must we 
confess, Christ was in the form of God before he was in the 
form of a servant: which is the second proposition. 

Again, it is as evident from the same Scripture, (Phil. 11. 6.) 
that Christ was as much “in the form of God,” as ‘* the form 
of a servant,” and did as really subsist in the divine nature, as 


in the nature of man. 


For he was so “in the form of God,” 


as thereby “ to be equal with God.”* But no other form beside 


* Td tlvat toa ©e@. ‘Pariari Deo.’ 
Tertull. adv. Marcion. 1. v. c. 20. ‘ Esse 
se equalem Deo.’ S. Cyprian. Testim. 1. il. 
adv. Jud. §. 13. et 1. iii. ad Quirin. §. 39. 
‘Esse wqualis Deo.’ Leporius, Lib. Emen- 
dat, p. 15. opuse. Dogm. Vet. V. Script. 
Par. 1630. Thus all express the notion 
of equality, not of similitude: nor can we 
understand any less by 70 sivat foo, than 
tiv icornra, isoy and tow being indiffe- 
rently used by the Greeks, as Pindar, 
Olymp. Od. ii. 109. 


"Ioov Sé vuererow alel, 
“Ion 3 ty durteaig dAs- 
ov EXoVTES, dmrovErTEeOY 
"Er Saul véproyrar Bio- 
TOY. 
So whom the Greeks call icéSeov, Homer 
toa Sea. Odyss. O. 519. 
Toy viv toa Sew axnoror eicoedmct. 

_ Where ic# has not the nature of an ad- 
verb, as belonging to sicogdwos, but of a 
noun referred to the antecedent tév, or 
including an adverb added to a noun, tév 
vov we icoSeov. The collection of Grotius 
from this verse is very strange ; sivas toa 
@za, ‘est spectari tanquam Deum.’ As if 
he should have said sizopéwot signifies 
spectant, therefore eivat signifies spectari. 
This he was forced to put off thus, be- 
cause the strength of our interpretation, 
rendering an equality, lies in the verb 
substantive +d gives, As Dionysius of 
Alexandria very anciently: xevacas tavrdy, 
ual rarevecas Ewo Savarov, Savirov 8 
oraupov, ica Oew vwdexet. Epist.ad Paulum 
Samosat. For we acknowledge that fra 
by itself oft-times signifieth no more than 
istar, and so inferreth nothing but a si- 
militude : as we find it frequently in the 
Book of Job. Where it sometimes an- 
swereth to the inseparable particle 3; as, 
75°53 quasi in nocte, toa yuri, v. 14. nYIID 
sicut caseum, ica tue, x. 10. ApID quasi 
putredo, Sym. spuoiws onmedivr, LXX. ica 
acus, xiii. 28. OD sicut aquam, ica worm, 
xv. 16. yyd tanquam lignum, ica firm, 
xxiv. 20. “m2 sicut lutum, ica andro, 
Xxvii. 16. S*yma sicut vestimento, toa - 
Trois, XXiX. 14. 9P22 quasi bos, tra Bousiy, 


xl. 15. Where we see the Vulgar Latin 
useth for the Hebrew, 3 quasi, sicut, tan- 
quam, the LXX. fea. Sometimes it an- 
swereth to no word in the original, but 
supplieth a similitude understood, not 
expressed, in the Hebrew: as, 'y) tan- 
quam pullum, toa oyw, xi.12. 32K) et lapis, 
tow AiSm, xxviii. 2. Md luto, toa andre, 
xxx. 19. Once it rendereth an Hebrew 
word rather according to the intention, 
than the signification ; -Dx™Swia compara- 
bitur cineri, ad verbum proverbia cineris, 
tow ooode, xiii. 12. So that in all these 
places it is used adverbially for instar, 
and in none hath the addition of +d sivas 
to it. As for that answer of Socinus, that 
Christ cannot be God, because he is said 
to be equal with God: ‘Tantum abest 
ut, ab eo quod Christus sit aqualis Deo, 
sequatur ipsum esse eternum et summum 
Deum, ut potius ex hoc ipso necessario 
consequatur non esse eternum et sum- 
mum Deum. Nemo enim sibi ipsi equa- 
lis esse potest.’ Socin. ad 8. c. Weik. as if 
there could be no predication of equality, 
where we find a substantial identity: it 
is most certainly false, because the most 
exact speakers use such language as this 
is. There can be no expressions more 
exact and pertinent than those which are 
used by geometricians, neither can there 
be any better judges of equality than they 
are; but they most frequently use that 
expression in this notion, proving an 
equality, and inferring it from identity. 
As in the fifth proposition of the first 
Element of Euclid, two lines are said to 
contain an angle equal to the angle con- 
tained by two other lines, because they 
contained the same angle, or yeviay xowhy 
and the basis of one triangle is supposed 
equal to the basis of another triangle, be- 
cause the same line was basis to both, or 
Bacio xown. In the same manner cer- 
tainly may the Son be said to be equal 
to the Father in essence or power, be- 
cause they both have the same essence or 
power, that is, odciav zat Svvapesy xosyny. 
Ocell. de Universo. "AAW det xara taire nat 
woravtag Sarere? ual Prov ual Sprotov adrd 
savrov. C. 1. §. 6. 
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the essential, which is the divine nature itself, could infer an 
equality with God. “To whom will ye liken me, and make 
me equal, saith the Holy One?” (Isa. xl. 25. xlvi. 5.) There 
can be but one infinite, eternal, and independent Being; and 
there can be no comparison between that and whatsoever is 
finite, temporal, and depending. He therefore who did truly 
think himself equal with God, as being in the form of God, 
must be conceived to subsist in that one infinite, eternal, and 
independent nature of God. Again, the phrase, “in the form 
of God,” not elsewhere mentioned, is used by the apostle with 
respect unto that other, of “the form of a servant,” exegeti- 
cally continued “in the likeness of man;” and the respect of 
one unto the other is so necessary, that if the form of God be 
not as real and essential as the form of a servant, or the like- 
ness of man, there is no force in the apostle’s words, nor will 
his argument be fit to work any great degree of humiliation 
upon the consideration of Christ’s exinanition. But by the form 
is certainly understood the true condition of a servant, and by 
the dekeness infallibly meant the real nature of man: nor doth | 
the fashion, in which he was found, destroy, but rather assert 
the truth of his humanity. And therefore, as sure as Christ 
was really and essentially man, of the same nature with us, in 
whose similitude he was made; so certainly was he also really 
and essentially God, of the same nature and being with him, 
in whose form he did subsist. Seeing then we have clearly 
evinced from the express words of St. Paul, that Christ was in 
the form of a servant as soon as he was made man; that he 
was in the form of God before he was in the form of a servant; 
that the form of God in which he subsisted, doth as truly sig- 
nify the divine, as the likeness of inan the human nature: it ne- 
cessarily followeth, that Christ had a real existence before he was 
begotten of the Virgin, and that the being which he had, was the 
divine essence, by which he was truly, really, and properly God. 
Thirdly, He which is expressly styled Alpha and Omega, the 
Jirst and the last, without any restriction or limitation, as he is 
after, so was before any time assignable, truly and essentially 
God. For by this title God describeth his own being, and dis- 
tinguisheth it from all other. ‘1 the Lord, the first, and with 
the last, lam he.” ‘¢lam he, Iam the first, I also am the 
last.” ‘Iam the first, and I am the last, and beside me there 
is no God.” (Isa. xli. 4. xlviui. 12. xliv. 6.) But Christ is ex- 
pressly called Alpha and Omega, the first and the last. He so 
proclaimed himself by “‘a great voice, as of a trumpet, saying, 
Lam Alpha and Omega, the first and the last.” (Rev. i. 11.) 
Which answereth to that solemn call and proclamation in the 
rophet, “‘ Hearken unto me, O Jacob, and Israel my called.” 
(Isa. xlviii. 12.) He comforteth St. John with the majesty of 
this title, ‘‘ Fear not, I am the first and the last.” (Rev. 1. 17.) 
Which words were spoken by “ one like unto the Son of man,” 
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(Ibid. 13.) by him “that liveth, and was dead, and is alive for 
evermore ;” (Ibid. 18.) that is undoubtedly, by Christ. He 
upholdeth the Church of Smyrna in her tribulation by virtue 
ot the same description. ‘‘ These things saith the first and the 
last, which was dead and is alive.” (Rev. 11.8.) He ascertain- 
eth his coming unto judgment with the same assertion, “ [ am 
Alpha and Omega, the beginning and the end, the first and the 
last.” (Rev. xxi. 13.)* And in all these places this title is 
attributed unto Christ absolutely and universally, without any 
kind of restriction or limitation, without any assignation of 
any particular in respect of which he is the first or last; in the 
same latitude and eminence of expression, in which it is or can 
be attributed to the supreme God. There is yet another Scrip- 
ture, in which the same description may seem of a more du- 
bious interpretation: “ I] am Alpha and Omega, the beginning 
and the ending, saith the Lord, which is, and which was, and 
which is to come, the Almighty.” (Rev.1. 8.) For being it ,is 
“the Lord” who so calls himself, which title belongeth to the 
Father and the Son, it may be doubted whether it be spoken 
by the Father or the Son; but whether it be understood of the 
one or of the other, it will sufficiently make good what we 
intend to prove. For if they be understood of Christ, as the 
precedent and the following words imply, then is he certainly 
that Lord, ‘‘ which is, and which was, and which is to come, 
the Almighty ;” that is, the supreme eternal God, of the same 
divine essence with the Father, who was before described by 
“him which is, and which was, and which is to come,” (Rev. 
i, 4.) to whom the six-winged beasts continually cry, “ Holy, 
holy, holy, Lord God Almighty, which was, and is, and is to 
come :” (Rev. iv. 8.) as the familiar explication of that name 
which God revealed to Moses. (Exod. in. 14.) If they belong 
unto the supreme God the Father of our Lord Jesus Christ ; 
then did he so describe himself unto St. John, and express his 
supreme Deity, that by those words, “Iam Alpha and Omega, 
the beginning and the ending,” he might be known to be the 
~ one almighty and eternal God; and, consequently, whosoever 
should assume that title, must attribute as much unto himself. 
Wherefore being Christ hath so immediately, and with so great 
solemnity and frequency, taken the same style upon him by 
which the Father did express his Godhead; it followeth, that 
he hath declared himself to be the supreme, almighty, and 
eternal God. And being thus the Alpha and the first, he was 


* With the article so much elsewhere Bra, not r& Phuara, as Suidas corruptly. 


stood upon, 70 A nal 7d 2, 6 medros, nat 6 
eoxaroc, The Alpha and the Omega, the 
Jirst and the last. For we must not take 
7) A as the grammarians do, by which 
they signify only the letter written in that 
figure, and called by that name. As ap- 
peareth by Eratosthenes, who was called 


aa 


Hesychius I[llustrius, from whom Suidas 
had that passage: "EparorSévng 3a 70 Sev- 
Teeevey wayt? elder maidelag Toto aupois Eyyi- 
Cov, Bara éxanSy. And Martianus, Hera- 
cleota in Periplo: Kai per’ éxetvoy “Epa- 
TorSévng, oy Bira éxtrgcay of rou Moucsiov 
WOT TAVTES, 
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before any time assignable, and consequently betore he was 
conceived of the Virgin; and the being which then he had was 
the divine essence, by which he was truly and properly the 
almighty and eternal God. 

Fourthly, He whose glory Isaiah saw in the year that king 
Uzziah died, had a being, before Christ was begotten of the 
Virgin, and that being was the divine essence, by which he 
was naturally and essentially God; for he is expressly called 
“the Lord, Holy, holy, holy, the Lord of hosts, whose glory 
filleth the whole earth ;” (Isa. vi. 1. 3.) which titles can be- 
long to none beside the one and only God. But Christ was 
he whose glory Isaiah saw, as St. John doth testify, saying, 
“ These things said Esaias, when he saw his glory, and spake 
of him:” (John xii. 41.) and he whose glory he saw, and of 
whom he spake, was certainly CArist: for of him the apostle 
treateth in that place, and of none but him. ‘These things 
spake Jesus and departed. But though he (that ts, Jesus) had 
done so many miracles before them, yet they believed not on 
him,” (Ibid. 36,37.) thatis, Christ who wrought those miracles. 
The reason why they believed not on him was, “That the 
saying of Esaias the prophet might be fulfilled, which he spake, 
Lord, who hath believed our report?” (Ibid. 38.) and as they 
did not, so they could not believe in Christ, ‘‘ because that 
Esaias said again, He hath blinded their eyes, and hardened 
their hearts; that they should not see with their eyes, nor un- 
_ derstand with their hearts, and be converted, and I should 

heal them.” (Ibid. 39, 40.) For those who God foresaw, 
and the prophet foretold, should not believe, could not do it 
without contradicting the prescience of the one, and the pre- 
dictions of the other. But the Jews refusing to assent unto 
the doctrine of our Saviour, were those of whom the prophet 
spake: for ‘ these things said Esaias when he saw his glory, 
and spake of him.” (Ibid. 41.) Nowif the glory which Isaiah 
saw, were the glory of Christ, and he of whom Isaiah in that 
chapter spake, were Christ himself; then must those blinded 
eyes and hardened hearts belong unto these Jews, and then 
their infidelity was so long since foretold. Thus doth the 
fixing of that prophecy upon that people, which saw our Sa- 
viour’s miracles, depend upon Isaiah’s vision, and the appro- 
priation of it unto Christ. Wherefore St. John infallibly hath 
taught us, that the prophet saw the glory of Christ, and the 
prophet hath as undoubtedly assured us, that he whose glory 
then he saw, was the one omnipotent and eternal God; and con- 
sequently both together have sealed this truth, that Christ did 
then subsist in that glorious majesty of the eternal Godhead. 

Lastly, He who, being man, is frequently in the, Scriptures 
called God, and that in such a manner, as by that name no 
other can be understood but the one only and eternal God, 
he had an existence before he was made man, and the being 
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which then he had was no other than the divine essence; be- 
eause all novelty is repugnant to the Deity, nor can any be 
that one God, who was not so from all eternity. But Jesus 
Christ being in the nature of man, is frequently in the sacred 
Scriptures called God; and that name is attributed unto him 
in such a manner, as by it no other can be understood but the 
one almighty and eternal God. 

Which may be thus demonstrated. It hath been already 
proved, and we all agree in this, that there can be but one di- 
vine essence, and so but one supreme God. Wherefore were 
it not said in the Scriptures, there are “many gods ;” (1 Cor. 
viii. 4.) did not he himself who is supreme call others so; we 
durst not give that name to any but to him alone, nor could 
we think any called God to be any other but that one. It had 
been then enough to have alleged that Christ is God, to prove 
his supreme and eternal Deity : whereas now we are answered, 
that there are “gods many,” and therefore it followeth not 
from that name, that he is the one eternal God. But if 
Christ be none of those many gods, and yet be God; then can 
he be no other but that one. And that he is not to be num- 
bered with them, is certain, because he is clearly distinguished 
from them, and opposed to them. We read in the Psalmist, 
“IT have said, Ye are gods, and all of you are children of the 
Most High.” (Psal. lxxxii.6.) But we must not reckon Christ 
among those gods, we must not number the only-begotten Son 
among those children. For “they knew not, neither would 
they understand, they walked on in darkness:” (Ibid. 5.) and 
whosoever were gods only as they were, either did, or might do 
so. Whereas Christ, in whom alone dwelt ‘all the fulness of 
the Godhead bodily,” (Col.ii.9.)is not only distinguished from, 
but opposed to, such gods as those, by his disciples saying, 
“ Now we are sure that thou knowest all things ;” (John xvi. 
30.) by himself proclaiming, ‘“ I am the light of the world: he 
that followeth me, shall not walk in darkness.” (John viii. 12.) 
St. Paul hath told us, ‘ there be gods many, and lords many ;”’ 
but withal hath taught us, that “to us there is but one God. 
the Father, and one Lord Jesus Christ.” (1 Cor. viii. 5, 6.) In 
which words, as the Father is opposed as much unto the many 
lords,as many gods ; so is the Son as much unto the many gods 
as many lords; the Father being as much Lord as God, and 
the Son as much God as Lord. Wherefore being we find in 
Scripture frequent mention of one God, and beside that one 
an intimation of many gods, and whosoever is called God, must 
either be that one, or one of those many; being we find our 
blessed Saviour to be wholly opposed to the many gods, and 
consequently to be none of them, and yet we read him often 
styled God: it followeth, that that name is attributed unto him 
In such a manner, as by it no other can be understood but the 

one almighty and eternal God. 
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Again, those who deny our Saviour to be the same God 
with the Father, have invented rules to be the touchstone of the 
eternal power and Godhead... First, Where the name of God 
is taken absolutely, as the subject of any proposition, it always 
signifies the supreme power and majesty, excluding all others 
from that Deity. Secondly, Where the same name is any way 
used with an article, by way of excellency, it likewise signifieth 
the same supreme Godhead as admitting others toa communion 
of Deity, but excluding them from the supremacy. Upon these 
two rules they have raised unto themselves this observation, That 
whensoever the name of God absolutely taken is placed as the 
subject of any proposition, it is not to be understood of Christ : 
and wheresoever the same name is spoken of our Saviour by 
way of predicate, it never hath an article denoting excellency an- 
nexed to it ; and consequently leaves him in the number of those 
gods, who are excluded from the majesty of the eternal Deity. 

Now though there can be no kind of certainty in any such 
observations of the articles, because the Greeks promiscuously 
often use them or omit them, without any reason of their usur- 
pation or omission (whereof examples are innumerable); though 
if those rules were granted, yet would not their conclusion fol- 
low, because the supreme God is often named (as they con- 
fess) without an article, and therefore the same name may sig- 
nify the same God when spoken of Christ, as well as when of 
the Father, so far as can concern the omission of the article: 
yet to complete my demonstration, I shall shew, first, That the 
name of God taken subjectively is to be understood of Christ. 
Secondly, That the same name with the article affixed is attri- 
buted untohim. Thirdly, That ifit were not so, yet where the arti- 
cle is wanting, there is that added to the predicate, which hath as 
great a virtue to signify that excellency as the article could have. 

St. Paul, unfolding the mystery of godliness, hath delivered 
six propositions together, and the subject of all and each of 
them is God. <“ Without controversy great is the mystery of 
godliness: God was manifested in the flesh, justified in the 
spirit, seen of angels, preached unto the Gentiles, believed on 
in the world, received up into glory.” (1 Tim. i. 16.) And 
this God which is the subject of all these propositions must 
be understood of Christ, because of him each one is true, and 
all are so of none but him; he was the Word which was God, 
and was made flesh, and consequently ‘‘ God manifested in the 
flesh.” Upon him the Spirit descended at his baptism, and 
after his ascension was poured upon his apostles, ratifying his 
commission, and confirming the doctrine which they received 
from him: wherefore he was ‘“‘ God justified_in the Spirit.” 
His nativity the angels celebrated, in the discharge of his office 
they ministered unto him, at his resurrection and ascension 
they were present, always ready to confess and adore him: he 
he was therefore ‘‘ God seen of angels.” The apostles preached 
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unto all nations, and he whom they preached was Jesus Christ, 
(Acts viii. 5635.:1x.:20- xiv 20. xvii.3. 18: xix. 13. Rom, xvi- 
25. 2 Cor. i. 19. Phil. i. 18.) The Father “separated St. Paul 
from his mother’s womb, and called him by his grace to reveal 
his Son unto him, that he might preach him among the 
heathen :” (Gal. i. 15, 16.) therefore he was ‘‘ God preached 
unto the Gentiles.” John the Baptist spake “ unto the people, 
that they should believe on him which should come after him, 
that is, on Christ Jesus.” (Acts xix. 4.) ‘‘ We have believed in 
Jesus Christ,” (Gal. ii. 16.) saith St. Paul, who so taught the 
gaoler trembling at his feet, “‘ Believe in the Lord Jesus Christ, 
and thou shalt be saved :” (Acts xvi. 31.) he therefore was “God 
believed on in the World.” When he had been forty days on 
earth after his resurrection, he was taken visibly up into heaven, 
and sat down at the right hand of the Father: wherefore he was 
‘God received up into glory.” And thus all these six propo- 
sitions, according to the plain and familiar language of the 
Scriptures, are infallibly true of Christ, and so of God, as he 
is taken by St. John, (i. 1.) when he speaks those words, “ the 
Word was God.” But all these cannot be understood of any 
other, which either is, oris called, God. For though we grant 
the divine perfections and attributes to be the same with the 
divine essence, yet are they never in the Scriptures called 
God; nor can any of them with the least show of probability be 
pretended as the subject of these propositions, or afford any 
tolerable interpretation. When they tell us that ‘ God,” 
that is, the will of God,* “ was manifested in the flesh,” that 
is, was revealed by frail and mortal men, and “received up into 
glory,” that is, was received gloriously on earth,t they teach us 
a language which the Scriptures{ know not, and the Holy 
Ghost never used, and as no attributes, so no person but the 
Son can be here understood under the name of God: not the 


* « Deus, i. e. voluntas ipsius de ser- 
vandis hominibus, per homines infirmos 
et mortales perfecte patefacta est, &c.’ 
Cutech.Racov. ad Quast. 59. 

+ ‘Insignem in modum et summa cum 
gloria recepta fuit.’? Ibid. 16. 

¢ For ©sd¢ is not Séanua Oeod, much 
less is aveanpSn received or embraced. Elias 
speaketh not of his reception, but his as- 
cension, when he saith to Elisha: Té 
Tonem comely h avarnpdivar: amd co; Y 
Kings ii. 9. and ver. 10. ’Eav idng we dva- 
AauBaviusvy amd cov, nal toras oot ras. 
When he actually ascended, as the ori- 
ginal 5y%, it is no otherwise translated by 
the Septuagint, than avernpén ’HAiod ey 
CurceT AO wo sig Toy odgavoyv. ver. 11. 
Which language was preserved by the 
Hellenizing Jews : ‘O avarnpets éy Aainame 
mveos, Sirac. xlviii. 9. and again : avernnpOn 
Sag gig Tov oteavdv, 1 Mac. ii. 58. Neither 


O 


did they use it of Elias only, but of Enoch 
also: OvdE elo ExticSn olog "Evy, wal yap 
aves avernpbn amd tig vig. Sirac. xlix, 
14, The same language is continued in 
the New Testament of our Saviour’s as- 
cension : dveAnpOy ei¢ tiv obgayov, Mark xvi. 
19. 6 dvarnpdels ap’ ipay elo tév oveavey, 
Acts i. 11. and singly, dveanddn, Acts i. 
2. and, avernpOn ap” huav, Acts i. 22. As 
therefore dvaandis 190 Mweéws, in the lan- 
guage of the Jews, was not the reception 
of Moses by the Israelites, but the as- 
sumption of his body; so dvaantig rod 
Xeiorov is the ascension of Christ, Luke 
ix. 51. Wherefore this being the con- 
stant notion of the word, it must so be 
here likewise understood, aveanpSu ev d6En° 
as the Vulgar Latin (whose authority is 
pretended against us), assumptum est in 
gloria; rendering it here by the same word 
by which he always translated aveai¢Sn, 
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- Holy Ghost, for he is distinguished from him, as being g justified 


by the Spirit ; 


not the Father, who was not rmaieifeeters in the 


flesh, nor received up into glory. It remaineth therefore, that, 
whereas the Son is the only person to whom all these clearly 
and. undoubtedly belong, which are here jointly attributed 
unto God, as sure as the name of God is expressed universally 
in the copies* of the original language, so thus absolutely 
and subjectively taken must it be understood of Christ. 


* For being the Epistle was written 
in the Greek language, it is enough if 
all those copies do agree. Nor need we 
be troubled with the observation of Gro- 
tius on the place: ‘Suspectam nobis 

hanc lectionem faciunt interpretes ve- 
teres, Latinus, Syrus, Arabs, et Am- 
brosius, qui omnes legerunt 0 épavegdOn.’ 
I confess the Vulgar Latin reads it other- 
wise than the Greek, Quod manifestatum 
est in carne; and it cannot be denied but 
the Syriac, however translated by Tre- 
mellius, agreeth with the Latin; and 
both seem to have read 3 instead of @sd¢, 
But the joint consent of the Greek copies 
and interpreters are above the authority 
of these two translators ; and the Arabic 
set forth in the Biblia Polyglotta agreeth 
expressly with them. But that which 
Grotius hath farther observed is of far 
greater consideration: ‘Addit Hinc- 
marus opusculo 55. illud @sd¢ hic positum 
a Nestorianis.’ For if at first the Greeks 
read 0 épavegwSu, and that ¢ were altered 
into ©sé¢ by the Nestorians, then ought 
we to correct the Greek copy by the Latin, 
and confess there is not only no force, 
but not so much as any ground or colour 
for our arguments. But first, it is no way 
probable that the Nestorians should find 
it in the original 0, and make it @ed¢, be- 
cause that by so doing they had over- 
thrown their own assertion, which was, 
that God-was not incarnate, nor born of 
the Virgin Mary; that God did not as- 
cend unto heaven, but Christ by the 
Holy Ghost remaining upon him, #ai viv 
avarnpw aire xaprrdeevev. Concil. Ephes. 
par. i. cap. 17. Secondly, it is certain 
that they did not make this alteration, 
because the Catholic Greeks read it es 
before there were such heretics, so called. 
‘ Nestoriani a Nestorio Episcopo, Patri- 
archa Constantinopolitano.’. S$. August. 
Heres. Nestorius, from whom that heresy 
began, was Patriarch of Constantinople 
after Sisinnius, Sisinnius after Atticus, 
Atticus after Nectarius, who succeeded 
Joannes, vulgarly called Chrysostomus. 
But St. Chrysostom read not o, but Od, 
as appears by his Commentaries upon 
the place: @ed¢ tpavegdSn Ev caput, rov- 
tic, 6 Snpctougyés. Orat, 11. And St. 


Cyril, who by all means opposed Nesto- 
rius upon the first appearance of his 
heresy, wrote two large epistles to the 
Queens Pulcheria and Budocia, in both 
which he maketh great use of this text. 
In the first, after the repetition of the 
words as they are now in the Greek co- 
pies, he proceeded thus: Tis 6 é& caput 
pavegwOets 5 7 SHAoy, Ort raven Te nal grayred 
6 én Deon wareds Adyogt oUTw yap tora miya 
TO tig eioeBElag muoThemy, Oed¢ Epaveewon 
év caext. de Rect. Fid. t. v. par. ii. p. 124, 
Wherefore in St. Paul he read ©¢s God, 
and took that God to be the Word. In the 
second, repeating the same text verbatim, 
he manageth it thus against Nestorius: 
El Gedg avd Adyoo EvavSewmhoat Aéyowro, Mat 
ov Snmou prsOelo +d Elves @sdc, GAN ev oig fy 
det Siaprévav, kya di Tore nal oprodoyoumevas 
eye tort 70 tig etoeRelac puorherov ef OE 
avOeorqros vorirat now 6 Xproros, wag ey capt 
Repavepwras; nab TH wwHs oY AMacw eEvaeyes, 
Ort Was Aveo Ev cogul TEEOTI, Had OVX AY 
Erépwo dears tics. Ibid. §. 33. p. 153. 
And in the explanation of the second 
anathematism, he maketh use of no other 
text but this to prove the hypostatical 
union, giving it this gloss or exposition : 

Ti tort 40, EpavegcoOn éy gaput 5 3 TouTécre, 
yéyove cdek 6 Ex Seov wareds Adyos, &c. The 
same he urgeth in his Scholion de Unigeniti 
Incarnatione.. So also Theodoret contem- 
porary with St. Cyril: ©8; yap av nai 
Deod utos, ual dbearoy Exwv tiv picw, SHAS 
LAT Evavpwmncas EyeveTo, Tapas OE Teas 
vo pucess ENdaEsy, Ev caonl yap rnv Delay Epn 
pavegwbivas pucty. Ad Timoth. Ep. I. ¢. iii. 
16. tom. ili. p. 478. Thirdly, Hincma- 
rus does not say that the Nestorians put 
@ed¢ into the Greek text, but that he 
which put it in was cast out of his bi- 
shoprick for a Nestorian. His words are 
these: ‘Quidam nimirum ipsas Scrip- 
turas verbis inlicitis imposturaverunt : 
sicut Macedonius Constantinopolitanus 
Episcopus, qui ab Anastasio Imperatore 
ideo a Civitate expulsus legitur, quoniam 
falsavit Evangelia, et illum Apostoli lo- 
cum ubi dicit, quod apparuit in carne, jus- 
tificatum est in Spiritu, per cognationem 
Grecarum literarum, O in © hoc modo 
mutando falsavit. Ubi enim habuit Qui, 
hoc est OF monosyllabum Grecum, litera 
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Again, St. Paul speaketh thus to the elders of the church of 
Ephesus; “Take heed unto yourselves, and to all the flock 
over the which the Holy Ghost hath made you overseers, to 
feed the church of God, which he hath purchased with his own 
blood.” (Acts xx. 28.) In these words this doctrinal propo- 
sition is clearly contained, God hath purchased. the Church 
with his own blood. For there is no other word either in or 
near the text which can by any grammatical construction be 
joined with the verb, except the Holy Ghost, to whom the pre- 
dicate is repugnant, both in respect of the act, or our redemp- 
tion, and of the means, the blood. If then the Holy Ghost 
hath not purchased the Church; if he hath not blood to shed 
for our redemption, and ‘‘ without shedding of blood there is 
no remission;”’ (Heb. ix. 22.) if there be no other word. to 
which, according to the literal construction, the act of purchas- 
ing can be applied ; if the name of God, most frequently joimed 
to his Church,* be immediately and properly applicable by all> 
rules of syntax to the verb which followeth it: then is it of 
necessity to be received as the subject of this proposition, then 
is this to be embraced as infallible Scripture-truth, God hath ° 


mutata O in © vertit; et fecit @=, id est 
ut esset, Deus apparuit per carnem. Qua- 
propter tanguam Nestorianus fuit expul- 
suse Hincm. Opus. lv. c. 18. Now 


whereas Hincmarus says expulsus legitur, » 


we read not in Evagrius, or the Excerpta 
of Theodotus, or in Joannes Malala, that 
Macedonius was cast out of his bishop- 
rick for any such falsation. It is there- 


fore probable that he had it from Libe- | 


ratus, a deacon of the Church of Car- 
thage, who wrote a Breviary, collected 
partly out of the ecclesiastical histories 
and the acts of the Councils, partly out 
of the relations of such men as he 
thought fit to believe, extant in the fourth 
Tome of the Councils. In which, chap. 
Xxix. we have the same relation, only 
with this difference, that O is not turned 
into ©, but into 2, and so OS becomes 
not @S, but 2z. So that the first Greek 
copies are not said to have read it 6, but 
03, and:so not to have relation to the mys- 
tery, but to the person of Christ ; and there- 
fore this makes nothing for the Vulgar 
Latin, Secondly, whereas Hincmarus says 
there was but one letter changed, no such 
mutation can of OX make @EOS, it may 
22, as we read in Liberatus; and then 
this is nothing to the Greek text. Thirdly, 
Macedonius was no. Nestorian, but Ana- 
stasius an Eutychian, and he ejected him, 
not [some of the earlier editions omit not] 
as he did other Catholic bishops under 
the pretence of Nestorianism, but. for 
other reasons. However, Macedonius 
could not falsify all the Greek copies, 
when as well those which wére before 


oO 


his time, as those which were written 
since, all acknowledge Ode. And if he 
had been ejected for substituting @eds, 
without question Anastasius would have 
taken care for the restoring 63, which we 
find not in any copy. It remaineth 
therefore that the Nestorians did not 
falsify the text by reading @si¢ épavep2On, 
but that the ancient Greek fathers read it 
so; and, consequently, being the Greek 
is the original, this Lection must be ac- 
knowledged authentical. 


* Tiy éxxAnclav rov @eov. For though the 
Church be properly the Church of Christ, 
Matt. xvi. 18. Col. i. 24. and in the plural 
we read once ai éxxAncias rou Xprorov, Rom. 
xvi. 16. as we do of the churches of God, 
1 Cor. xi. 16. 2 Thess. i. 4. 1 Thess. ii. 14. 
yet héxxrAncia rod @eot, is frequently used 4 
as; f Corin?) xe 325. xv Go xis) 29.2), Cor 
i, 1.1 Tim. ili, 5. 15. but 4 éxxancta tov 
Xeirrod not once named. And therefore 
we have no reason to alter it in this text, 
or to fancy it first written yov, and then 
made $00, when it is so often written so, 
not Xeiorov. Some MSS. as the Alexan- 
drian, Cantabrigian, and New Coll. MSS. 
read it tov Kuelov, and the interpreter of 
Ireneus, regere Ecclesiam Domini, |. iii. c. 
14. Others represent Kuetou xa} @sov, fol- 
lowed by the Arabic interpreter; which 
makes not at all against our argument; 
but, because in this particular unusual, 
not like to be true. The Syriac translat- 
ing it Christi, (xrwnt not Domino, as it 
is in the Latin translation) gives rather 
an exposition than a version. 
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purchased the Church with his own blood. But this God may 
and must be understood of CArist: it may, because he hath; it 
must, because no other person which is called God hath so 
purchased the Church. We ‘were not redeemed with cor- 
ruptible things, as silver and gold, but with the precious blood 
of Christ.” (1 Pet. 1. 18, 19.) With this price were we bought; 
and therefore it may well be said, that Christ our God “ hath 
purchased us with his own blood.” But no other person which 
is, or is called, God, can be said so to have purchased us, be- 
cause it is an act belonging properly to the mediatorship ; and 
“there is but one Mediator between God and men:” (1 Tim. 
ii. 5.) and the Church is “sanctified, through the offering of 
the body of Jesus Christ once for all.” (Heb. x. 10.) Nor 
can the expression of this act, peculiar to the Son, be attri- 
buted to the Father, because this blood signifieth death : and 
though the Father be omnipotent, and can do all things, yet 
he cannot die. And though it might be said that he purchased 
us, because he gave his Son to be a ransom for us, yet it can- 
not be said that he didit by “ his own blood ;” for then it would 
follow, that he gave not his Son, or that the Son and the Father 
were the same person. Beside, it is very observable, that this 
particular phrase of “ his own blood,” is in the Scripture put 
by way of opposition to the blood of another ;* and howsoever 
we may attribute the acts of the Son unto the Father, because 
sent by him; yet we cannot but acknowledge that the blood 
and death was of another than the Father. “‘ Not by the blood 
of goats and calves, but by his own blood, he entered in once 
into the holy place ;” (Heb. ix. 12.) and whereas “the high- 
priest entered every year with the blood of others, Christ ap- 
peared once to put away sin by the sacrifice of himself.” (Ibid. 
25, 26.) He then which purchased us wrought it by his own” 
blood, as a high-priest opposed to the Aaronical, who made 
atonement by the blood of others. But the Father taketh no 
priestly office, neither could he be opposed to the legal priest, 
as not dying himself, but giving another. Wherefore where- 
soever the Father and the a are described together as work- 
ing the salvation of man, the blood by which it is wrought is 
attributed to the Son, not to the Father: as when St. Paul 
speaketh of the “‘ redemption that is in Jesus Christ, whom 
God hath set forth to be a propitiation through faith in his 
blood, to declare his righteousness ;’ (Rom. i. 24, 25.)+ his 


*"ISiov aiuais opposed toaiua arroretcy. 
And therefore it is observable, that the 
author of the Racovian Catechism, in his 
Answer to this place of Scripture, doth 
never make the least mention of doy or 
proprium, but only affirms that the blood 
of Christ may be called the blood of God 
the Father ; and totidem verbis did Socinus 
answer to Wiekus before, but in his whole 


Answer concealed the force of id:ov: where- 
as the strength of our argument lies in 
those words, dia tov idov aiaros, or, as 
the Alexandrian MSS. andone mentioned 
by Beza, && rod atuaros Tov idtou. 


t “Ov mpoébero 6 Osd¢ tAacrhey 3a the 
Blorews EY TH aT aimart, Ele Evezw Th¢ 
Oinalorvvng avrov. 
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that is, his own righteousness, hath reference to God the Father; 
but Ais, that is, Ais own blood, must be referred to Christ the 
Son. When he glorifieth the God and Father of our Lord Jesus 
Christ, attributing unto him, that he hath blessed, elected, pre- 
destinated, adopted, accepted us, made known unto us the mys- 
tery of his will, and gathered us together in one ; in the midst 
of this acknowledgment be brings in “the Beloved in whom 
we have redemption through his blood,” (Eph. 1. 6, 7.) as that 
which cannot be attributed to the Father. Christ hath blessed 
us; and the apostle saith the Father hath blessed us : which is 
true, “because he sent his Son to bless us.” (Acts il. 26.) 
Christ hath made known unto us the will of his Father; and 
the apostle saith, the Father “‘ hath made known unto us the 
mystery of his will;” (Eph.i. 9.) because he sent his Son to 
reveal it. Christ hath delivered us; and the Father is said to 
“ deliver us from the power of darkness :” (Col. i. 13.) not that 
we are twice delivered, but because the Father delivereth us 
by his Son. And thus these general acts are familiarly attri- 
buted to them both; but still a difference must be observed 
and acknowledged in the means and manner of the perform- 
ance of these acts. For though it is true, that the Father and 
the Son revealed to us the will of God; yet it is not true that 
the Father revealed it by himself to us; but that the Son did 
so, it is. They both deliver us from sin and death; but the 
Son “gave himself for our sins, that he might deliver us ;” 
(Gal. i. 4.) the Father is not, cannot be said to have given 
himself, but his Son; and therefore the apostle giveth thanks 
unto the Father, “who hath delivered us from the power of 
darkness, and hath translated us into the kingdom of his dear 
Son, in whom we have redemption through his blood.” (Col. 
i. 13, 14.) Now this blood is not only the blood of the new 
Covenant, and consequently of the Mediator; but the nature 
of this Covenant is such, that it is also a Testament, and there- 
fore the blood must be the blood of the testator; “ for where 
a testament is there must also of necessity be the death of the 
testator.’ (Heb. ix. 16.) But the testator which died is not, 
cannot be, the Father, but the Son ; and consequently the blood 
is the blood of the Son, not of the Father. It remaineth there- 
fore that God, who purchased the Church with his own blood, 
is not the Father of our Lord Jesus Christ, or any other which 
is called God, but only Jesus Christ the Son of God, and God. 
And thus have I proved the first of the three assertions, that 
the name of God absolutely taken and placed subjectively, is 
sometimes to be understood of Christ. 

The second, That the name of God invested by way of ex- 
cellency with an article, is attributed in the Scriptures unto 
Christ, may be thus made good. He which is called Emmanuel 
is named God by way of excellency; for that name, saith St. 
‘Matthew, “ being interpreted, is God with us :” (Matt. i. 23.) 
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and in that interpretation the Greek* article is prefixed. But 
Christ is called Emmanuel; “ that it might be fulfilled which 
was spoken of the Lord by the prophet, saying, Behold, a virgin 
shall be with child, and shall bring forth a son, and they 
shall call his name Emmanuel.” (Ibid. 22, 23.) Therefore he 
is that ‘God with us,” which is expressed by way of excellency, 
and distinguished from all other who are any ways honoured 
with that name: for it is a vain imagination to think that Christ 
is called Emmanuel, but that he is not what he is called : as 
‘¢ Moses built an altar, and called the name of it Jehovah Nissi,” 
(Exod. xvii. 15.) and “ Gideon” another called “Jehovah 
Shalom ;” (Judg. vi. 24.) and yet neither altar was Jehovah: 
as Jerusalem was called “ the Lord our righteousness ;” (Jer. 
xxxili. 16.) and yet that city was not the Lord. Because 
these two notions, which are conjoined in the name Emmanuel, 
are severally true of Christ. First, he is Emmanu, that is, with 
us, for he hath “dwelt among us:” (John i. 14.) and when he 
parted from the earth, he said to his disciples, “‘ I am with you 
alway, even to the end of the world.” (Matt. xxviii. 20.) 
Secondly, he is E/, and that name was given him, as the pro- 
phet testifieth, «“ For unto us a child is born, unto us a Son is 
given: and his name shall be called Wonderful, Counsellor, the 
mighty God.” (Isa. ix. 6.){ He then who is both properly called 
Kl, that is, God, and is also really Emmanu, that is, with us, he 
must infallibly be that Emmanuel who is “ God with us.”’ In- 
deed, if the name Emmanuel were to be interpreted by way of 
a proposition, ‘ God is with us,’ as “the Lord our righteous- 
ness,’ and “the Lord is there,” (Ezek. xlviii. 35.) must be 
understood where they are the names of Jerusalem; then should 
it have been the name not of Christ but of his Church: and if 
we under the Gospel had been called so, it could have received 
no other interpretation in reference to us. But being it is not 
ours, but our Saviour’s name, it bears no kind of similitude 
with those objected appellations, and is as properly and di- 
rectly to be attributed to the Messzas as the name of Jesus. 
Wherefore it remaineth that Christ be acknowledged God 
with us, according to the evangelical interpretation, with an 
expression of that excellency which belongeth to the supreme 
Deity. 

ae he to whom St. Thomas said, “ My Lord and my 
God,” (John xx. 28.) or rather, ‘The Lord of me, and the God 
of me ;’ he is that God before whose name the Greek article is 
prefixed, which they require, by way of excellency. But St. 
Thomas spake these words to Christ.§ For Jesus spake unto 


* Katuadésoucs 76 dvoue adrov Eupavouir, 
O Bowe pueOeeeenvevdprevov, Med” ixaiv 6 Ode. 

t "Eyam x20” ipa cleat. 

¢ 1295x 

§ Indeed it hath been answered, that 
these words are not to be referred to 


Christ, but to God the Father. So Theo- 
dorus Mopsuestenus in his Commentary 
on St. John: ‘ Thomas quidem, cum sic 
credidisset, Dominus meus et Deus meus 
dicit, nonipsum Dominum et Deum dicens 
(non enim resurrectionis scientia docebat 
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Thomas, “and Thomas answered and said unto him, My Lord 


and my God.” 


—— 


et Deum esse eum qui resurrexit), sed 
quasi pro miraculoso facto Deum collau- 
‘dat.’ Syn. V. Collat.4. As if Thomas had 
intended only to have praised God for 
raising Christ. But first, it is plain that 
Thomas answered Christ ; secondly, that 
he spake unto him, that is to Christ, and 
consequently, that the words which he 
spake belong to Christ ; thirdly, that the 
words are a confession of his faith in 
Christ, as our Saviour doth acknowledge. 
And whereas Franciscus Davidis did ob- 
ject, that in a Latin Testament he found 
not et dizit ei, but et divit without ¢, it is 
sufficiently discountenanced by Socinus 
in his epistle, affirming that all the Greek 
and Latin copies had it, except that one 
which he had found: and therefore the 
omission must be imputed to the negli- 
gence of the printer. 


* *O xvpiog prov nal 6 Oedg rou. Either in . 


these words there is an ellipsis of ¢ cv, 
Thou art my Lord, thow art my God: or 
an antiptosis, the nominative case used for 
the vocative, as Edt, Bat, 6 @£65 prov, 6 Oe0¢ 


prov, Mark xv. 34, "ABB 6 marhe, Mark xiv. © 


36. and Xaige 6 Ractreds rHy “Ioudaiov, John 
xix. 3. Ifit be an ellipsis of the verb ¢, 
so frequent in the Scriptures, and of the 
person sufficiently understood in the pre- 
ceding pronoun, then is it evident that 
6 @s0¢ is attributed unto Christ; for then 
St. Thomas said unto him, Thou art 
6 @e0¢ ov. If it be an antiptosis, though 
the construction require not a verb, yet 
the signification virtually requireth as 
much, which is equivalent; for he ac- 
knowledgeth him as much God while he 
calleth him so, as if he did affirm him to 
be so. Neither can it be objected that 
the article 6 serveth only in the place of 
et, aS signifying that the nominative is to 
be taken for the vocative case; because 
the nominative may as well stand voca- 
tively without an article, as ‘Iwip vids 
A2BiS, Matt. i. 20. and "Ergnooy nudes, Kuece, 
vidg AaBid, Matt. xx. 30,31. and therefore 
when the vocative is invested with an 
article, it is as considerable as in a nomi- 
native. And being these words were an 
expression of the apostle’s faith, as Christ 
understood and approved them, they must 
contain in them, virtually at least, a pro- 
position ; because no act of our faith can 
be expressed, where the object is not at 
least a virtual proposition. And in that 
proposition, 5 ©23g must be the predicate, 
and Christ, to whom these words are 
spoken, must also be the subject. It can- 
not therefore be avoided, but that St. 


And. in these words * he made confession of 


Thomas did attribute the name of God to 
our Saviour with an article. Indeed to 
me there is no doubt but St. Thomas in 
these words did make as true and real a 
confession of his faith concerning the per- 
son of Christ, as St. Peter did, when he 
‘answered and said, Thou art Christ, the 
Son of the living God,” Matt. xvi. 16. 
and, consequently, that ¢ Kugtog and 6 @ed¢ 
do as properly belong unto him, as St. 
Peter’s 6 Xeicrdg and ovicg. As therefore 
Christ said to his disciples, Vos vocatis me 
6 Uddonarog eal 6 Kiesog, et bene dicitis, sum 
etenim, John xiii. 13. so he might have 
replied to Thomas, You call me 6 Kuptog, 
and 6 @e6s, and you say well, for I am so. As 
for the objection of Socinus, that though 
@20g be here spoken of Christ, and that 
with an article 6, yet that article is of no 
force because of the following pronoun feo, 
it is most groundless: for the article 6 
cannot have relation to the following pro- 
noun cou' Evel who h amapadentos dvrmvupsia 
viv aebeov ev yenun wracet eiOeing apOeav 
mapadéyerat, asthat great critic Apollonius 
Alexandrinus observes, |. 1. de Syntaz. c, 
30. And if for psou, it were 6 ence, yet 
even that article would belong to 6éi¢, 
for in these words, 6 083¢ 6 éu0¢, neither 
article belongs to és, but both to Sed: 
for, as the same critic observes in the same 
case, Ta duo dpOpa sig peiav thy evOciav dvade- 
pers’ OVX chew EV TH, 6 Marne O EedG, naTHYa= 
yrarrar TIETECOV TaY aeSewy emt Thy dvrwyu- 
puiav péeerOar. So that if 6 @e¢ be the 
supreme God, then 6 Os ssov must be my 
supreme God: as when David speaks to 
God 6 @e0¢, 0 ©83 prov, mpdg ce oeOpiZm, Psal. 
Ixii. 1. the latter is of as great importance 
as the former. So again, Psal. xlii. 5. 
EF oproroynroreas ev xiOden, 6 Oeds, 6 Sedo rou, 
and xlix. 3.6 Sede Eupavars n€es, 0 Gedg heeaiv, 
and Ixxi. 12. 6 Oedg an panedvns dm’ Emod, o 
Oeé¢ wou. I dare not therefore say to any 
person that he is 6 Sede prov, except that I 
do believe that he is 0 @¢é¢. Wherefore [ 
conclude that the words of St. Thomas, 
6 xuptéc rou nal 6 Oedg yeou, are as fully and 
highly significative as those of David : 
Tipéo x86 TH poi ais Senosag (Mou, 6 Raciredg 
pou ual 6 bebe jeou, Psal. v. 2. or those, 6 
Bede prov ner} 6xverds prov, elo Thy Oinny prov, Psal. 
xxxv. 23, or those, Ta Suciactngd cov, 
nvele Tay Suvamewy, 6 Bacidrsug prov, Hal 6 Sedg 
jou, Psal. Ixxxiv. 5. or those of St. John 
in the Revelation, iv. 11. as they lie in the 
Alexandrian and _Complutensian copies : 
"ALsos Ef, 0 RUgIOS Hat 6 Sede s hyavd aytog, AaBetv, 
&c. or that lastly in the most ancient 
hymn, Kops 6 O€0g, 6 dpevog Tov @eow 
BAEnoroy Fncicn 


. 
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his faith; for our Saviour replied, ‘‘ Thomas, because thou 
hast seen me, thou hast believed.” (Ibid. 29.) And let him be 
the Lord of me, and the God of me, who was the Lord and the 
God ofan apostle. 

Nor have we only their required testimony of Christ’s su- 
preme Divinity, but also an addition of verity asserting that 
supremacy. For he is not only termed the God, but, for a 
farther certainty, the true God; and the same apostle, who 
said “the Word was God,” lest any cavil should arise by any 
omission of an article, though so frequently neglected by all, 
even the most accurate authors, hath also assured us that he 
is the true God. For, “we know (saith he) that the Son of 
God is come, and hath given us an understanding that we may 
know him that is true: and we are in him that is true, even in 
his Son Jesus Christ. This is the true God, and eternal life.”* 
(1 John v. 20.) As therefore we read in the Acts, of the “ word 
which God sent unto the children of Israel, preaching peace 
by Jesus Christ; he is Lord of all:” (x. 36.) where it is ac- 
knowledged that the Lord of allis by the pronoun het joined 
unto Jesus Christ, the immediate, not unto God, the remote 
antecedent ; so likewise here the true God is to be referred unto 
Christ, who stands next unto it, not unto the Father, spoken 
of indeed in the text, but at a distance. ‘There is no reason 
alleged why these last words should not be referred to the 
Son of God, but only this, that in grammatical construction 
they may be ascribed to the Father. As when “another king | 
arose which knew not Joseph, the same dealt subtilly with our 
kindred ;” (Acts vii. 18, 19.) the same referreth us not to Joseph, 
but to the king of Egypt. Whereas, if nothing else can be 
objected but a possibility in respect of the grammatical con- 
struction, we may as well say that Joseph dealt subtilly with 
his kindred as the king of Egypt; for whatsoever the incon- 
eruity be in history, it makes no solecism in the syntax. Where- 
fore being Jesus Christ is the immediate antecedent to which 
the relative may properly be referred ; being the Son of God 
is he of whom the apostle chiefly speaketh; being this is ren- 
dered as a reason why “ we are in him that is true,” by being 
‘‘in his Son,” to wit, because that Son ‘‘is the true God ;” 
being in the language of St. John the constant title of our 
Saviour is “ eternal life ;” being all these reasons may be drawn 
out of the text itself, why the title of the true God should be 
attributed to the Son, and no one reason can be raised from 
thence, why it should be referred to the Father: I can conclude 
no less, than that our Saviour is the true God, so styled in the 
Scriptures by way of eminence, with an article prefixed, as the 


* Obrbs Eoriy 5 dAnbivoeg O0¢, ual 1 Cw Racov. sect. iv.c. 1. 
widéyioc. ‘Hic agitur non solum de vero + Otros for oe, as Acts viii. 26, dro 
Deo, sed de illo uno vero Deo, ut articu- “Iepoucariys sig aay, alrn eoriv Eenpaos, que 
lus in Greco additus indicat.” Catech. — est deserta. 
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first Christian writers which immediately followed the apostles 


did both speak and write.* 


But, thirdly, Were there no such particular place in which 
the article were expressed, yet shall we find such adjuncts 
fixed to the name of God when attributed unto Christ, as will 
prove equivalent to an article, or whatsoever may express the 
supreme Majesty. As when St. Paul doth magnify the Jews, 
“ out of whom, as concerning the flesh, Christ came, who is 
over all, God blessed for ever, Amen.” (Rom. ix. 5.) First, 
it is evident that Christ is called God,+ even he who came of 


* Acgsala Incoty Xpioriy tov Seo. Ignat. 
Epist. ad Smyrn. c. 1. "Ev Ornate Tov 
Tlarpog, xat "Inco Xesrrot Tov Oeod nudy. Id. 
Ep. ad Eph. init. ‘O yae Sedg nudiv ‘Incovs 6 
Xeirrdg exvopopnOn vad Mapiac. Ib. c. 18. 
“O yap Sadg hpedy "Incods Xpiords ev Maret wy 
parroy paiveras. Ep. ad Rom. c. 3. Tov Oeod 
Adyou Ta Aoyind WAdTaTa nusto. Clem. 
Alex. adv. Gentes, c. i. p. 3. And it was 
well observed by the author of the Mixpa 
AaBvewbos, written about the beginning of 
the third century, that not only the an- 
cienter fathers before him, as Justin, 
Miltiades, Tatianus, Clemens, Irenzus, 
Melito, &c. did speak of Christ as God ; 
but that the hymns also penned by Chris- 
tians from the beginning did express 
Christ’s Divinity ; ¥Yaapot 32 dco nat oidat 
AWerpav am’ aexiic wd mordy ypapeioas Toy 
Abyov Tod Oeov Tov Keroroy vuavovos Oeoroyodvres. 
And the epistle of Pliny to Trajan testifies 
the same, I. x. ep. 97. ‘ Quod essent soliti 
stato die ante lucem convenire, carmen- 
que Christo quasi Deo dicere.’ 

+ Though some would leave God out of 
the text, upon this pretence, because St. 
Cyprian, in lib. ii. adv. Jud@os, §.6. citing 
this place, leaves it out. But that must 
needs be by the negligence of some of the 
scribes, as is evident. First, because 
Manutius and Morellius found the word 
Deus in their copies, and both the MSS. 
which Pamelius used acknowledge it. 
Secondly, because St. Cyprian produceth 
the text to prove quod Deus Christus ; and 
reckoneth it among the rest in which he 
is called expressly God. Thirdly, because 
Tertullian, whose disciple St. Cyprian pro- 
fessed himself, did both so read it, and 
so use it: ‘Solum autem Christum potero 
Deum dicere, sicut idem Apostolus, Ex 
quibus Christus, qui est (inquit) Deus super 
omnia benedictus in e@vum omne.’ Adv. 
Prax. c. 13. And again in the same book : 
‘Hunc et Paulus conspexit, nec tamen 
Patrem vidit. Nonne, inquit, vidi Jesum? 
Christum autem et ipsum Deum cogno- 
minavit : Quorum Patreset ex quibus Chris- 
tus secundum carnem, qui est per (vel super) 
omnia Deus benedictus in evum.’ c. 15. 
Novatian de Trinitate, c. 13. useth the 


same argument. And another ancient 
author very expressly : ‘ Rogo te, Deum 
credis esse Filium, an non? Sine dubio, 
responsurus es, Deum ; quia etsi negare 
volueris, sanctis Scripturis convinceris, 
dicente Apostolo, Ex quibus Christus se- 
cundum carnem, qui est super omnia Deus 
benedictus in secula.’ So also St. Augustin: 
‘Non solum Pater Deus est, sicut etiam 
omnes Heretici concedunt, sed etiam 
Filius; quod, velint nolint, coguntur 
fateri, dicente Apostolo, Qui est super 
omnia Deus benedictus in secula.’ De Trin. 
]. ii. c. 13. et contra Faustum, |. xvi. c. 15. 
As for the objection, that St. Chrysostom 
doth not signify in his commentaries that 
he read 6¢é¢ in the text: I answer, that 
neither does he signify that he read 6 emt 
eavrev, for in his exposition he passeth 
over wholly 6 émt wdévrov Oed¢, but it doth 
not follow that he read not 6 ém! mavrwvin 
the text. But when he repeats the words 
of the apostle, he agrees wholly with the 
Greek text, 0 ay mt wavray Osdg evAoynTdg + 
and Theodoret, who lived not long after 
him, doth not only acknowledge the words, 
but give a full exposition of them: "Hpxes 
fev Tou xara cadena meocbnun macudnrdoae 
Tov Sermorov Xpiorou thy OedtnTa* BAN’ HomeD 
Ev Tw Teooeesw ElonRas, TOU yevorrévou EX TIFED= 
peatos Aatid uate cdena, emnyaye, TOU opio- 
Bevrog vied Beov ev Suva pres’ ovTwe EvTaUta simray, 
7) natd capna, Meoorebene Td, wy emt WavT@Y 
Oedg evAoynros elo Tous aiavas. t. ill. p. 74 
As for the omission of Deus in St. Hilary 
on the Psalms, it must of necessity be at- 
tributed to the negligence of the scribe, 
not to the reading of the father. For how 
he read it, he hath clearly expressed in 
his books de Trinitute: ‘ Nos ignorat Pau- 
lus Christum Deum, dicens, Quorwm sunt 
Patres, et ex quibus Christus qui est super 
omnia Deus. Non hic creaturain Deum de- 
putatur, sed creaturarum Deus est, qui su- 
per omnia Deus est.’ |. viii. c. 37. The pre- 
tence therefore of Erasmus from the fathers 
is vain ; and as vain is that of Grotius from 
the Syriac translation, which hath in it 
the name of God expressly, as well as all 
the copies of the original, and all the rest 
of the translations, 52 5y7 x7DX “NRT. 


202 ARTICLE If. 


the Jews, though not as he came of them, that is, according 

to the flesh, which is here distinguished from his Godhead.* 

Secondly, he is so called God as not to be any of the many 

gods, but the one supreme or most high God ;t tor he “is God 
over all.” Thirdly, he hath also added the fatle of blessed, which 
of itself elsewhere signifieth the supreme God, { and was al- 
ways used by the Jews to express that one God of Israel. 
Wherefore it cannot be conceived St. Paul should write unto 

the Christians, most of which then were converted Jews or 
proselytes, and give unto our Saviour not only the name of 
God, but also add that title which they always gave unto the 
one God of Israel, and to none but him; except he did intend 
they should believe him to be the same God whom they always 
in that manner, and under that notion, had adored. As there- 
fore the apostle speaketh of ‘‘ the God and Father of our Lord 
Jesus Christ, which is blessed for evermore ;” (2 Cor. xi. 31.) 
of “ the Creator, who is blessed for ever, Amen;” (Rom. i. 25,) 
and thereby doth signify the supreme Deity, which was so 
glorified by the Israelites ; and doth also testify that we worship 
the same God under the Gospel, which they did under the Law: 

so doth he speak of Christ in as sublime a style, “‘ who is over 
all, God blessed for ever, Amen ;”’ (Rom. i ix. 5.) and thereby 
doth testify the equality, or rather identity, of his Deity. If we 
consider the scope of the apostle, which is to magnify the 
Israelites by the enumeration of such privileges as belonged 
peculiarly to that chosen nation (the most eminent of which 
was contained in the genealogy of our Saviour), we shall find 
their glory did not consist in this, that Crist at first was born 
of them aman, and afterwards made a God, for what great 
honour could accrue to them by the nativity of a man, whose 


* Td xard capra opposed unto 7d xara 

mvevue. As Rom. i. 3. where xara cadena 
is used without an article, because xara 
mvevjeet, to which it is opposed, followeth, 
and so the opposition is of itself apparent. 
But here being xara wvsije is not to be 
expressed in the following words, the 
article 73, signifying of itself a distinction 
or exception, sheweth that it is to be 
understood. 
- + °O dy eat wavrey. Not in omnibus, as 
Erasmus, nor super omnes, as Beza, with 
reference to the fathers, which should 
have been iwi wavrav aivav: but, as the 
Vulgar translation, and the ancient fathers 
before that, super omnia, éwi for émavw, as 
John ili. 31. 6 dvoSev Epyopeevos Emrdves mavroy 
éott, which signifieth no less than yoy the 
ordinary name of God, 6 tdiorog, the most 
high, as it is taken for the supreme God 
by itself, Acts vil. 48. and is described, 
Psal. xevli. 9. “Ort cv ef Kuetos, 6 hierres 
emt macay riy vi, opoden imeeu b8ng bmp 
WAVTLS Tove Dz0Us. 


t As Mark xiv. 61. Xd ef 6 Xererog 6 uldg 
rou evaoynrov; ‘* Art thou the Christ the 
Son of the blessed?” where the vulgar 
attribute is taken for God himself, which 
is usually added to the name of God, as 
2 Cor. xi. 31. ‘O Sede, 6 wy evdoyntog sig 
Tovg aidvac? or to any description of him, 
as: fAareeucay Tn uTices Wage TOV MTICAYTA, 
86 Eom EVAcyNTOG Eig TOUS alavac, Any. Rom, 
i.25. And these expressions of St. Paul 
are consonant to the ancient custom of 
the Jews, who, when the priests in the 
sanctuary rehearsed the name of God, 
were wont to answer, Blessed be his name 
for ever. Insomuch as the Blessed One did 
signify in their language as much as the 
Holy One, and both, or either of them, 
the God of Israel. Hence are so frequent 
in the Rabbins, x94 Ja wpn the Holy 
Blessed One, and xm 2 the Blessed One, 
that they are written by abbreviation 
7 ‘apn or an and the infinite Blessed One, 
m’a D’x, Blessed be God for ever, Amen and 
Amen, 1893 and IX. 
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Godhead is referred not to his birth, but to his death ? whereas 
this is truly honourable, and the peculiar glory of that nation, 
that the most high God blessed for ever should “ take on him 
the seed of Abraham,” and come out of the Israelites “‘ as con- 
cerning the flesh.” Thus every way it doth appear, the apostle 
spake of Christ as of the one eternal God. 

He then who was the Word which in the beginning was with 
God, and was God; he whose glory Esaias saw as. the glory 
of the God of Israel ; he who is styled Alpha and Omega, with- 
out any restriction or limitation; he who was truly subsisting 
in the form of God, and equal with him before he was in the 
nature of man; he who being man is frequently called God, 
and that in all those ways by which the supreme Deity is ex- 
pressed: he had a being before Christ was conceived by. the 
Virgin Mary, and the being which he had was the one eternal 
and indivisible divine essence, by which he always was truly, 
really, and properly God. But all these are certainly true of 
him in whom we believe, Jesus Christ, as hath been proved by 
clear testimonies of the sacred Scriptures. Therefore the being 
which Christ had before he was conceived of the Virgin, was 
not any created, but the divine essence; nor was he any crea- 
ture, but the true eternal God: which was our second asser- 
tion, particularly opposed to the Arian heresy.* 

The third assertion, next to be demonstrated, is, That the 
divine essence which Christ had as the Word, before he was 
conceived by the Virgin Mary, he had not of himself, but by 
communication from God the Father. For this is not to be 
denied, that there can be but one essence properly divine, and 
so but one God of infinite wisdom, power, and majesty ; that 
there can be but one person originally of himself subsisting in 
that infinite Being,t because a plurality of more persons so 
subsisting would necessarily infer a multiplicity of gods; that 
the Father of our Lord Jesus Christ is originally God, as not 


* This heresy was so called from two 
who bare the same name, and fell at the 
same-time into the same opinion ; one of 
them being a presbyter, and rector of a 
church in Alexandria, the other a deacon: 
as Alexander the bishop of Alexandria, 
in his epistle extant in Theodoret: Eiz? 
8é ob dvabeuariobevres alpersmrat, amd meer~ 
Buvépov prev,” Apsioc, dad Ssandywy d2, “AYLA- 
AGG, EvQdéiog, "Agesog Erepoc, &c. Eccl. Hist. 
l,i. c. 3. fin. In the epistle of the Arians 
to Alexander, he is reckoned amongst 
the Presbyters: "Agetoc, "AgiQanriig, “AXtA- 
Ads, Kagwravns, Zapuaras, “Agesos, wescRu- 
seg. Of these two Phebadius contra 
Arian. c. 25. ‘ Patrem et filium esse non 
unam personam, ut Sabellius, aut duas 
substantias, ut Arii.’ The heresy is so 
well known, that it needs no explication: 
and indeed it cannot be better described 


than in the anathematism ef the Nicene 
Council: Todo 3¢ Aéyovrag, tv more OTE obm 
hv, nat mely yennSivar ode fy, ual ors ef 
oun ovray Byévero, » EE Etigas imorTacEwS A 
ovrlag parKovrag Elvat, i uTIOTOY, n aAACLW= 
Toy, ) TeEMTOV TOV UidY TOU Deo, TouTOUS ava~ 
Seuaride: 4 Kadoarswi ual “Agrorroaimh “Ex- 
xAnzia, Thus translated by St. Hilary: 
‘ Eos autem qui dicunt, erat quando non 
erat, et antequam nasceretur non erat, 
et quod de non exstantibus factus est, vel 
ex alia substantia aut essentia, dicentes 
esse convertibilem et immutabilem Deum, 
hos anathematizat Catholica Ecclesia.’ 
de Synod. c. 84. 

+ “Eva yap oldapev dyéwnroy, nat uiav rai 
mavrey deyny Tov warépa Tov Kuplou nay 
‘Incov Xeiorod. S, Basil. Ep. 78. “Ev dyév- 
miro, 6 Tlarhg. Alex. Ep. apud Theodo- 
retum. 
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receiving his eternal being from any other. Wherefore it ne- 
cessarily followeth that Jesus Christ, who is certainly not the 
Father, cannot be a person subsisting in the divine nature ori- 
ginally of himself; and consequently, being we have already 
proved that he is truly and properly the eternal God, he must 


be understood. to have the Godhead communicated to him by © 


the Father, who is not only eternally, but originally God. 
“All things whatsoever the Father hath are mine,”* (John 


xvi. 15.) saith Christ; because in him is the same fulness of ' 


the Godhead, and more than that the Father cannot have: but 


yet in that perfect and absolute equality there is notwith- 
standing this disparity, that the Father hath the Godhead not 
-from,the Son, or any_other, whereas the Son hath it from the 
Father: Christ is the true God and eternal life; but that he is 
‘so, is from the Father: “ for as the Father hath life in himself, 
so hath he given to the Son to have life in himself,” (John 
v. 26.)t not by participation, but by communication. It is 
- true, our Saviour was so in the form of God, that he thought it 
no robbery to be equal with God: but when the Jews sought 
‘to kill him because he “ made himself equal with God,” he 


answered them, “ Verily, verily, I say unto you, The Son can 


do nothing of himself, but what he seeth the Father do:” (John 
v. 18, 19.)f by that connexion of his operations, shewing the 
reception of his essence; and by the acknowledgment of his 
power, professing his substance from the Father. From whence 
he which was equal, even in that equality confesseth a priority, 
saying, “ The Father is greater than I.” (John xiv. 28.)§ The 
Son equal in respect of his nature, the Father greater in refe- 
rence to the communication of the Godhead. ‘I know him 


* Tldvre boa Exe 6 warhp, Tov viol éoriy, 
wo Eman Ta TOU VidD TOU Wareds? ovdéy ovy 
iOiov, OT xowe, gore ual adto +d Elves xosvoy 
Hat ouorirov, si Xai TH VIG Tape TOU wares. 
S. Greg. Naz. Orat. 2. de Filio. 

+ ‘Hoc dixit, Vitam dedit Filio ut ha- 
beret eam in semetipso, tanquam diceret 
Pater, qui est vita in semetipso, genuit 
Filium qui esset vita in semetipso. Pro 
eo enim quod est genuit, voluit intelligi 
dedit, tanquam si cuiquam diceremus, 
dedit tibi Deus esse.’ S. August. Tract. 
19. in Ioan. §. 13. Et paulo post: « Quid 
ergo Filio dedit ? dedit ei ut Filius esset ; 
genuit ut vita esset; hoc est, dedit ha- 
bere ei vitam in semetipso, ut esset vita 
non egens vita, ne participando intelli- 
gatur habere vitam. Si enim participando 
haberet vitam non in semetipso, posset 
et amittendo esse sine vita: hoc in Filio 
ne accipias, ne cogites, ne credas. Manet 
ergo Pater vita, manet et Filius vita. 
Pater vita in semetipso, non a Filio; 
Filius vita in semetipso, sed a Patre.’ 
Ibid. So again, de Trinit.1.i.c.12. ¢ Ple- 


\ 


rumque dicit, dedit mihi Pater, in quo vult 
intelligi quod cum genuerit Pater; non 
ut tanquam jam exsistenti et non habenti 
dederit aliquid, sed ipsum dedisse ut ha- 
beret, genuisse ut esset.’ 

+ «Tanquam diceret, Quid scandalizati 
estis quia Patrem meum dixi Deum, quia 
equalem me facio Deo? Ita sum equa- 


"jis, ut non ille a me, sed ego ab illo sim. 


Hoc enim intelligitur in his verbis, Non 
potest Filius a se facere quicquam, &c. hoc 
est quicquid Filius habet ut faciat, a Pa- 
tre habet ut faciat. Quare habet a Patre 
ut faciat? quia a Patre habet ut possit, 
quia a Patre habet ut sit. Filio enim hoc 
est esse quod posse.’ S. August. Tract. 20. 
in Ioan. §. 4, Paulo post: ‘Hoc est, Non 
potest Filius a se quicquam facere, quod 
esset, si diceret, non est Filius ase. Ete- 
nim si Filius est, natus est; si vatus est, 
ab illo est de quo natus est.’ Ibid. §. 8. 

§ Adrov bre 7d eueiCov pudy Bort Tig altiag, 
4d N88 Ioov thc picews. S. Greg. Nas. Orat. 
2. de Filio, object. 3. & 4. p. 582. ed. 
Par. 1630. 
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(saith Christ), for I am from him.” (John vii. 29.) , And be- 
cause he is from the Father,* therefore he is called by those of 

the Nicene Council, in their Creed, God of God, Light of Light, — 
very God of very God. The Father is God, but not of God, 
light, but not of light: Christ is God, but of God, light, but ot 


light. 


There is_no difference or inequality in the nature or 


essence, because the same in both; but the Fathér of our Lord 
Jesus Christ hath that essence of himself, from none; Christ 


hath the same not of himself, but from him, 


, 


And being the divine nature, as it is absolutely immaterial’ 
and incorporeal, is also indivisible, Christ cannot have any part 
of it only communicated unto him, but the whole, by which 
he must be acknowledged coessential,+ of the same substance 


* So St. Augustin hath observed: ‘Ab 
ipso, inquit, sum, quia Filius de Patre ; 
et quicquid est filius, de illo est cujus est 
filius. Ideo Dominum Jesum dicimus 
Deum de Deo; Patrem non dicimus Deum 
de Deo, sed tantum Deum. Et dicimus 
Dominum Jesum lumen de lumine; Pa- 
trem non dicimus lumen de Jumine, sed 
tantum /umen. Ad hoc ergo pertinet quod 
dixit, 4b ipso sum.’ Tract. 31. in loan. 
§. 4. From hence then did the Nicene 
Council gather those words of their Creed: 
Oedy éx @eod, ual paig Ex putas, Sedv dAnBivoy 
éx Seod ddnfivov. But not immediately, 
for they were partly in some of the Ori- 
ental Creeds before; as appeareth by 
that confession which Eusebius presented 
to the Council, as containing what he had 
believed and taught ever since his bap- 
tism, in which he had these words: xa? 
elo Eva Kugtov "Inooty Xprorov, tov rod Seov 
Aoyov, Sedv ex Seod, pig ex pwrde, Cony Ex 
fais. And as Eusebius calls him Life of 
Life, so others, Power of Power, and 
Wisdom of Wisdom. ‘ Ideo Christus vir- 
tus et sapientia Dei, quia de Patre vir- 
tute et sapientia etiam ipse virtus et sa- 
\pientia est, sicut lumen de Patre lumine, 
et fons vite apud Deum Patrem utique 
fontem vite.’ S. August. de Trin. }. vii. 
c. 3. And not only so, but Essence of 
Essence. ‘ Pater et filius simul una sapi- 
entia, quia una essentia; et singillatim 
sapientia de sapientia, sicut essentia de 
essentia.’ Ibid. c. 2. 

+ ‘Opcoovesos, which is coessential or con- 
substantial, is not to be taken of a part of 
the divine essence, as if the Son were a 
part of the essence of the Father, and so 
of the same nature with him ; which was 
the opinion of the Manichees. Ody a 
Ovarsvrivos meoBoniv td yévnea Tov marpog 
Bdoyuaticev odd ws Maviyatos peteog sxeoou- 
choy Tou Tlarpog TO yévwaua elonyncaro: as 
Arius in his epistle to Alexander ; by the 
interpretation of St. Hilary: ‘Nec ut 
Valentinus, prolationem natum Patris 


commentatus est; nec, sicut Manicheus, 
partem unius substantie Patris natum 
exposuit.’ De Trin. ]. vi..c. 9. * Quod 
Hilarius ita Latine reddidit, tanquam 
omoovcioy id significaret, quod partem sub- 
stantie habet ex toto resectam,’ says Dio- 
nysius Petavius, without any reason ; for 
St.. Hilary clearly translates speoodctoy 
barely wnius suhstantie, and it was in the 
original peégog éceoovcroy, which he expregs- 
ed by partem unius substantie. Under 
this notion first the Arians pretended to 
refuse the name ¢ésoovcioy, as Arius in the 
same epistle signifieth, lest thereby they 
should admit a real composition and divi- 
sion in the Deity : Ei +d x yaoredg, ual 7d 
én Tlaredg Ef iAOov, ao prépog Tod Sprcouctov Hat 
wo meoRony vmd Tivwy voEIras, cuvOeros Eores 
6 Ilatig, nat Siaieroc, ual reemreo. And 
St. Jerome testifies thus much not only of 
Arius and Eunomius, but also of Origen 
before them: ‘ Habetur Dialogus apud 
Grecos Origenis, et Candidi Valenti- 
niane Hereseos defensoris. Quos duos 
Andabatas digladiantes spectasse me 
fateor. Dicit Candidus, Filium de Patris 
esse substantia, errans in eo quod s¢0- 
Roar asserit: E regione Origenes, juxta 
Arium et Eunomium, repugnat eum vel 
prolatum esse vel natum, ne Deus Pater 
dividatur in partes.’ Apol. 2. in Ruffin. 
col. 757. And therefore Eusebius, bishop 
of Cesarea, refused not to subscribe to 
the Nicene Creed, being so interpreted 
as that objection might be taken away : 
TO Ex The ovelas, apeordynto mpog abtay Sn- 
Awrinoy Elves Tov, EX prev TOU IlarpI¢, erves, 
OU LEV WG fREPOS LarapyEW TOU Ilaredg. Inter 
Op. Athanas. de Decret. Nic, Syn. §. 5. 
Upon this confession he subscribed to 
that clause begotten of the substance of the 
Father, which was not in his own Creed. 
And again: Otrw 82 xal 1d dprcovcroy efvas 
TOU Wareds Tov vitv, Eeraldmrevog 6 Adyos ov- 
ViTTHOW OU KATR TGV THATwY Te>~OV, OUdE 
roig Sunrots Coborg wrapamAnciog, ours yao Kara 
Sialpecw tig ovciac, ors xara am@orouny, &c, 
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with the Father; as the Council of Nice determined, and the 
ancient fathers before them taught. Hence appeareth the 
truth of those words of our Saviour, which raised a second 
motion in the Jews to stone him; “I and the Father are one:” 
(John x. 30.) where the plurality of the verb, and the neutra- 
lity of the noun, with the distinction of their persons, speak a 
perfect identity of their essence. And though Christ say, 
“the Father is in me, and I in him;” (Ibid. 38.) yet withal 
he saith, ‘‘ I came out from the Father :” (John xvi. 28. xvii. 8.) 
by the former shewing the Divinity of his essence, by the lat- 
ter the origination of himself. We must not look upon the 
divine nature as sterile,* but rather acknowledge and admire 
the fecuncity and-communicability of itself, upon which the 
creationt of the World dependeth: God making all things by 
his Word, to whom he first communicated that omnipotency 
which is the cause of all things. And this may suffice for the 
illustration of our third assertion, that the Father hath com- 
municated the divine essence to the Word, who is that Jesus 
who is the Christ. eae 

The fourth assertion followeth, That the communication of 
the divine essence by the Father, is the generation of the Son; 
and Christ, who was eternally God, not from himself, but from 
the Father, is the eternal Son of God. That God always had 
a Son, appeareth by Agur’s question in the Proverbs of Solo- 
mon; “ Who hath established all the ends of the earth; what 
is his name? and what is his Son’s name? if thou canst tell.” 
(xxx. 4.) And it was the chief design of Mahomet to deny 
this truth, because he knew it was not otherwise possible to 


prefer himself before our Saviour. 


Ibid. §. 7. Upon this acknowledgment 
he was persuaded to subscribe to the other 
clause also, (added to that Creed which 
he himself gave in to the Council) being 
of one substance with the Father: which 
clause was inserted by the Council, at the 
instance of Constantine the emperor. 
Now as the Manichees made use of the 
word dpooverog to-express their errors con- 
cerning the nature of God and the person 
of Christ; so the ancient fathers, before 
the Nicene Council, had used the same 
in a true catholic sense, to express the 
unity in essence of the Father and the 
Son; as appeareth by the confession of 
the same Eusebius: “Eve! xal ray wadaay 
Aoylous tives, nal Emipavels emioxrdrrovs, xat 
cuyyeahiag Eyvapey, El rig rou @aress nat 
viod Seoroyiag ra Tov sproouciou cuyxencapré- 
voug byoeatt. Ibid. §« 7. Wherefore the 
other Eusebius of Nicomedia, understand- 
ing the ancient catholic sense, confessed, 
that if they believed Christ to be the true 
begotten, and not created, Son of God, 
they must acknowledge him ¢xoouctoy, 
which the Arians endeavoured to make 


One prophet may be 


so odious ; and therefore the Council in 
opposition to them determined it: ‘ Quid 
est aliud cur Homoiusion Patri nolint 
Filium dici, nisi quia nolunt verum Dei 
Filium? sicut Auctor ipsorum Eusebius 
Nicomediensis Epistola sua prodidit, di- 
cens, Si verum, inquit, Dei Filium, et in- 
creatum dicimus, Homousion cum Patre 
incipimus confiterl. Hec cum lecta esset 
Epistola in Concilio Niceno, hoc verbum 
in Tractatu fidei posuerunt Patres, quod 
id viderunt adversariis esse formidini, ut 
tanquam evaginato ab ipsis gladio ipsorum 
nefande caput heresis amputarent.’ S. 
Ambros. 1. iii. de Fide, c. 15, De voce 
“Omooteios, vide Dionys. Petav. de Trinit. 
], iv. c. 6. 

* -Advaroy yap Tov Seov elorety Eonpeov rhig 
using yovspsorntos. Damase. de Fid. Or- 
thod. 1. i. c. 8. 

FEL OS ced napmoyovos Eorly adh n Jelo 
oucia, GAN Eenueog, KAT aiTOUG, ws pao peti 
gpariZov, nat nny Eng mag Inpxsoupysniiv 
tvépyeiay abrov Exew Aeyovreg ob alorvvov- 
vat; S. Athanase Orat. ii. contra Arian. 
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greater than another, and Mahomet might persuade his credu- 
lous disciples that he was greater than any of the sons of 
men; but while any one was believed to be the eternal Son of 
God, he knew it wholly impossible to prefer himself before 
him. Wherefore he frequently inculcates that blasphemy in 
his Alcoran,* that God hath no such Son, nor any equal with 
him: and his disciples have corruptedt the Psalm of David, 
(ii. 7.) reading (instead of “Thou art my Son, this day have I 
begotten thee.’’) ‘ Thou art my prophet, f have educated thee.’ 
The later Jews,{ acknowledging the words, and the proper 
literal reading of them, apply them so unto David, as that they 
deny them to belong to Christ; and that upon no other 
ground, than that by such an exposition they may avoid the 
Christian’s confession. But by the consent of the ancient 
Jews, by the interpretation of the blessed apostles, we know 
these words belong to Christ, and in the most proper sense to 


him alone. 


“ For, unto which of the angels said he at any 


time, Thou art my Son, this day have I begotten thee?” (Heb. 


* This is often repeated there, and 
particularly in the last chapter but one, 
called Alechlas: ‘ Est ipse Deus unus, 
Deus eternus, qui nec genuit, nec genitus 
est, et cui nullus est equalis.’ And the 
Saracenicu set forth by Sylburgius, men- 
tion this as the first principle of Maho- 
metanism: “Ot elo Sedo tort, orointig Tov 
drwy, wire yevindelo, unre yewnoag. And 
Joannes Siculus and Georgius Cedrenus 
relate how Mahomet gave command: 
“Eve poovov Weornvvely Dedv, ual Tov Xeroroy, 
Tyray wo Noyov TD Osov prev ody? vidy 9é. 
Hist. Compend. p. 42%. ed. Par. 1647. 
And we read of his ridiculous history, 
that Christ, after his ascension into hea- 
ven, was accused by God for calling 
himself his Son; and that he denied it, 
as being so named only by men without 
any authority from him: “Or dverOivra 
rev Xerorov Eig rev odeavoy npwTncev 6 Beds, Az- 
yor, °Q "Incov, ob Elareg Toy Abyoy TovToy, “OTe 
vidg eit ToU Oeov ual Sed. Kal dorexpiln 
Incovg, “OTs ox Ermov Ey, ODE aicydvorat 
Elvas SovAdg cou" AAA’ of avDewmaror Atyouciy Sts 
Eloroy Tov Aoyov ToUTOY. 

+ Alfirozabadius in his Kamuz: ‘ Dic- 
tum Dei omnipotentis ad Jesum (cui 
propitius sit et pacem concedat Deus), 
Tu es Nabiya, Propheta meus, ego wal- 
ladtoca, fovi te; at dixerunt Christiani, 
Tues Bonaya, Filius meus, ego waladtoca, 
te genui. Longe est supra hec Deus.’ 
And to the same purpose Ebnol Athir : 
‘In Evangelio dixit Ise, ego walladtoca, 
i.e. educavi te; at Christiani, dempta 
litera Lam altera, ipsum ei filium statue- 
runt. Qui longe elatus est super ea que 
dicunt.’ Whereas then the apostles at- 
tributed those words of the psalm to 


Christ, the Mahometans, who could not 
deny but they were spoken of the Messias, 
were forced to corrupt the text: and for 
that they pretend the eminency and ex- 
cellency of the Godhead, as if it were be- 
neath the majesty of God to beget a son, 
or be a Father: and indeed whosoever 
would bring in another prophet greater 
than Christ, as he was than Moses, must 
do so. 

{ I say, the later Jews so attribute 
those words to David, as if they belonged 
not to the Messias ; but the ancient Jews 
understood them of the Christ: as ap- 
peareth not only out of those places in the 
evangelists, where the Christ and the Son 
of God are synonymous ; but also by the 
testimony of the later Jews themselves, 
who have confessed no less. So Rabbi 
David Kimchi in the end of his commen- 
taries on the second psalm, m7 D‘w55t) wh 
Mwan doo NT mwa nan Sy sam 
:5"7 wernas wa 72) Some interpret this 
psalm of Gog and Magog, and the anointed 
is Messias the king ; and so our doctors of 
happy memory have expounded it. And 
Rabbi Solomon Jarchi not only confes- 
seth that the ancient Rabbins did inter- 
pret it of the Messias, but shews the rea- 
son why the later Jews understood it 
rather of David, that thereby they might 
the better answer the argument of the 
Christians deduced from thence, M24 
syown spo mewn yon Sy poy nx wt 
syaxy TT Sy yimpd> po ows nawnd 
Our doctors have expounded it of the Mes- 
sias: but as to the literal sense, and for the 
answering heretics (that is, in their lan- 
guage, Christians), it is rather to be inter- 
preted of David, in his own person. 
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i. 5.) as the apostle argues. And if he had spoken them unto 
any other man, as they were spoken unto him, the apostle’s 
argument had been none at all. 

Now that the communication of the divine essence by the 
Father (which we have already proved) was the true and pro- 
per generation by which he hath begotten the Son, will thus. 
appear: because the most proper generation which we know, 
is nothing else but a vital production of another in the same 
nature, with a full representation of him from whom he is 
produced. Thus man begetteth a son, that is, produceth an- 
other man of the same human nature with himself; and this 
production, as a perfect generation, becomes the foundation 
of the relation of paternity in him that produceth, and of filia- 
tion in him that 1s produced. Thus after the prolifical bene- 
diction, ‘‘ Be fruitful and multiply; Adam begat in his own 
likeness, after his image :” (Gen. 1. 28. v. 3.) and by the con- 
tinuation of the same blessing, the succession of human gene- 
rations hath been continued. ‘This then is the known* con- 
fession of all men, that a son is nothing but another produced 
by his father in the same nature with him. But God the Fa- 
ther hath communicated to the Word the same divine essence 
by which he is God; and consequently he is of the same na- 
ture with him, and thereby the perfect image and similitude of 
him, and therefore his proper Son. In human generations we 
may conceive two kinds of similitude; one in respect of the 
internal nature, the other in reference to the external form or 
figure. The former similitude is essential and necessary ; it 
being impossible a man should beget a son, and that son not 
be by nature a man: the latter accidental; not only some- 
times the child representing this, sometimes the other parent, 
but also oftentimes neither. The similitude then,t in which 
the propriety of generation is preserved, is that which con- 
sisteth in the identity of nature: and this communication of 
the divine essence by the Father to the Word is evidently a 
sufficient foundation of such a similitude; from whence Christ 
is called ‘‘the image of God,” “the brightness of his glory, 
and the express image of his person.” (2 Cor. iv. 4. Heb. 1. 3.) 

Nor is this communication of the divine essence only the 
proper generation of the Son, but we must acknowledge it far 
more proper than any natural generation of the creature, not 
only because it is in a more perfect manner, but also because 
the identity of nature is most perfect. As in the divine - 


* Kowov twaexe macr nat abrodidanroy 
Oonoynpad, wo Bag vidg THg avThs erat Tw 
yeyevnnors oiolacg nat picems. Phot. Epist. 1. 
This is in the Janguage of Aristotle: Té 
Wore ErEeeov oiov avror Caov rev Cadov, purdv 
8 gurév, And St. Basil, lib. ii. contra 
Eunom., §. 22. fin. Warip piv yae tors, 6 
ETEpw TOU Eval HATA TY Spackay EaUT® pusiy 


THY APKIY WApAry oy. r 

+ ‘Etiamsi filius hominis, homo, in 
quibusdam similis, in quibusdam sit dis- 
similis patri; tamen quia ejusdem sub- 
stantie est, negari verus filius non potest, 
et quia verus est filius, negari ejusdem 
substanue non potest.’ S. August. contra 
Maximin. Arian. 1. 11. c. 15. §. 2. 
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essence we acknowledge all the perfections of the creatures, 
subtracting all the imperfections which adhere unto them here 
in things below: so in the communication we must look upon 
the reality without any kind of defect, blemish, or impurity. 
In human generation the son is begotten in the same nature 
with the father, which is performed by derivation, or decision 
of part of the substance of the parent: but this decision in- 
cludeth imperfection, because it supposeth a substance divi- 
sible, and consequently corporeal: whereas the essence of 
God is incorporeal, spiritual, and indivisible; and therefore 
his nature is really communicated, not by derivation or deci- 
sion, but by a total and plenary communication. In natural 
conceptions the father necessarily precedeth the son, and be- 
getteth one younger than himself; for being generation is for 
the perpetuity of the species, where the individuals succes- 
sively fail, it is sufficient if the parent can produce another to 
live after him, and continue the existence of his nature, when 
his person is dissolved. But this presupposeth the imperfec- 
tion. of mortality wholly to be removed, when we speak of 
him who inhabiteth eternity: the essence which God always 
had without beginning, without beginning he did communi- 
cate; being always Father, as always God. Animals when 
they come to the perfection of nature, then become prolifical ;* 
in God eternal perfection sheweth his eternal fecundity. And 
that which is most remarkable, in human generations the son 
is of the same nature with the father, and yet is not the same 
man; because though he hath an essence of the same kind, 
yet he’ hath not the same essence; the power of generation 
depending on the first prolifical benediction, increase and 
multiply, it must be made by way of multiplication, and thus 
every son becomes another man. But the divine essence, 
being by reason of its simplicity not subject to division, and 
in respect of its infinity incapable of multiplication, is so com- 
municated as not to be multiplied; insomuch that he which 
proceedeth by that communication, hath not only the same 
nature, but is also the same God. The Father God, and the 
Word God; Abraham man, and Isaac man: but Abraham 
one man, Isaac another man; not so the Father one God, 
and the Word another, but the Father and the Word both the 
same God. Being then the propriety of generation is founded 
in the essential similitude of the Son unto the Father, by 
reason of the same which he receiveth from him; being the 
full perfect nature of God is communicated unto the Word, 
and that more intimately and with a greater unity or identity 


mn Tavra 88 boa n8n TERE LCL yea 7d 88 del = deh réAgtov Tho pucews. S. Athan. Orat. i. 
TeAgiov, del nat aidiov yewa. Euseb.de Prep. contra Arian. §, 14. This was it which 
Evang. ex Plotino, l. xi. §.17. “AvOedémrawv so much troubled the Arians, when they 
paev yap iDsoy 70 Ev Yeovw yeway, 9d +d areAts heard the Catholics constantly asserting : 
The puceme Sew 36 didioy rd yévnaa Va 7d del Sedg, dsl vids: Bua warp, dua vide. 
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than can be found in human generations: it followeth that 
this communication of the divine nature is the proper genera- 
tion by which Christ is, and is called the true and proper Son 
of God. This was the foundation of St. Peter’s confession, 
“thou art the Son of the living God;” (Matt. xvi. 16. John 
vi. 69.) this the ground of our Saviour’s distinction,* “I 
ascend unto my Father, and your Father.” (John xx. 17.) 
Hence did St. John raise a verity, more than only a negation 
of falsity, when he said, we “are in the true Son :” (1 John 
v. 20.) for we which are in him are true, not false sons, but 
such sons we are not as the “ true Son.” Hence did St. Paul 
draw an argument of the infinite love of God towards man, in 
that “‘he spared not his own proper Son.” (Rom. viii. 32.) Thus 
have we sufficiently shewed, that the eternal communication of 
the divine essence by the Father to the Word was a proper ge- 
aeration by which Christ Jesus always was the true and proper 
Son of God: which was our fourth assertion. 
» The fifth and last assertion followeth, that the divine essence 
‘was so peculiarly communicated to the Word, that there was 
ever any other naturally begotten by the Father; and in that 
espect Christ is the only-begotten Son of God. For the clear- 
ing of which truth, it will first be necessary to inquire into the 
rue notion of the only-begotten; and then shew how it belongs 
.yarticularly to Christ, by reason of the divine nature commu- 
‘uicated by way of generation to him alone. First, therefore, 
We must avoid the vain interpretation of the ancient heretics, + 
vho would have the restraining term only to belong, not to the 
son, but to the Father; as if the only-begotten were no more 
han begotten of the Father only. Which is both contrary to 


* «Multum distat inter dominationem 
+t conditionem, inter generationem et 
1doptionem, inter substantiam et gratiam. 
{deoque hic non permixte nec passim 
licitur, Ascendo ad Patrem nostrum aut 
Deum nostrum ; sed ad Patrem meum et 
Patrem vestrum, ad Dewm meum et ad 
Deum vestrum. Aliter enim illi Deus 
ater est, aliter nobis. Illum siquidem 
‘atura coequat, misericordia humiliat : 
.08 vero natura prosternit, misericordia 
srigit.’ .Capreolus Carthag. Epist. p. 70. 
Opusc. Dogm. Vet. V. Script. Par. 1630. 


+ This was the fallacy which Eunomius 
endeavoured to put upon the Church, as 
appears by those words of his delivered 
and answered by St. Basil: Aida todo 
yap, pnot, provoyevng, Emesd wapd provou Th roy 
myewnrou Suvameer yerndels ual utiodels TEAEs- 
braves yéeyovey Umoveyes? adv. Eunom. 1. 1i. §. 
20. as if provoyevig were only maga prdyeu, 
ind unigenitus were nothing else but geni- 
isab uno, This St. Basil refuteth copi- 
usly; first, from the language of the 
-criptures and the usage of mankind: 


Aid Thy mravoueylay iy wept TO Gvopee TOU rovoye- 
vollg EMaxoupynce, Waed Te Thy Tov avOpwTwy 
cuwvibeay, nat mape tiv sicshn TAY yeapay 
mapadorw AanRavev avrov rnv Sidyoy. Mo- 
voyeviig yap OVX 6 mapa padvou yevopeevog, AAA’ 
6 prdvos yevvnbsle ev rn Kowh ypnoes mporayopevE- 
vas. Ibid. Secondly, by a retort peculiar 
to that heresy, which held the Son of God 
might be called xricOeig as well as yev- 
meic, created as well as begotten, and con- 
sequently might be as properly named 
frovouTioros as provoyevng: Et man maga 70 
feovog yeyevicSat, arre id TO Maga prdvou 
poovoyeviig Elentrat, TavTd OE Eom uard oe 4d 
exticdas TH yeyewiiodar, rb ovxt ual Movdurs- 
oroy avroy dvoracers; Ibid. §.21. Thirdly, 
by a particular instance, shewing the 
absurdity of such an interpretation, for 
that thereby no man could properly be 
called ssoveyevig, because not begotten of 
one, but two parts: Movoyeviig 38, wo zoumey, 
avWedmov ovdelo uard ye Tov LméTEgoY Adyoy, 
Ma To En cuvdvacmod warw vardpxety Tiv ’ 
yévinewy? oud h Zappa jahtne paovoysvots ny 
mrardds, Sbr4 od) padvn adtov, GAAA pLETA TOU 
"ABeadm, erenvarato, Ibid. 
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the language of the Scriptures, and the common custom of men, 
who use it not for him who is begotten of one, but for him 
who alone is begotten of any. 

Secondly, We must by no means admit the exposition of the 
later heretics,* who take the only-begotten to be nothing else 
but the most beloved of all the sons ; because Isaac was called 
the only son of Abraham, (Gen. xxii. 2. 12. 16.) when we know 
that he had Ishmael beside; and Solomon said to be the only- 
begotten before his mother,+ when David had other children even 
by the mother of Solomon. For the only-begotten and the 
most-beloved are not the same; the one having the nature of a 
cause in respect of the other, and the same cannot be cause and 
effect to itself. For though it be true, that the only son is the 
beloved son; yet with this order, that he is therefore beloved, 
because the only, not therefore the only because beloved. 
Although therefore Christ be the only-begotten and the beloved 
Son of God, yet we must not look upon these two attributes 
as synonymous, or equally significant of the same thing, but as 
one depending on the other; unigeniture being the foundation 
of his singular love. Beside, Isaac was called the only son of 
Abraham for some other reason than because he was singularly 
beloved of Abraham, for he was the only son of the free-woman, 
the only son of the promise made to Abraham, which was first 
this, ‘Sarah shall have a son,” and then, ‘‘in Isaac shall thy 
seed be called.” (Gen. xviii. 14. xxi. 12.) So that Isaac may 
well be called the only son of Abraham in reference to the 
promise, as the apostle speaks expressly; “ By faith Abraham 
when he was tried, offered up Isaac, and he that had received 
the promises offered up his only-begotten son.” (Heb. xi. 17.) 
Avoiding therefore these two expositions, as far short of the 
true notion of the only-begotten; we must look upon it in the 
most proper, full, and significant sense, as signifying a son so 


* The Socinians make very much of 
this notion, and apply it so unto Christ, 
as that thereby they might avoid all ne- 
cessity of an eternal generation. So the 
Racovian Catechism: ‘Causa cur Christo 
ista attributa (sc. proprium et unigenitum 
Dei Filium esse) competant, hec est ; quod 
inter omnes Dei filios et pracipuus sit, et 
Deo carissimus; quemadmodum Isaac, 
quia Abrahamo carissimus et heres ex- 
stitit, wnigenitus vocatus est, Heb, xi. 17. 
licet fratrem Ismaelem habuerit; et So- 
lomon wnigenitus coram matre sua, licet 
plures ex eadem matre fratres fuerint, 
1 Paral. iii. 1, 2, 3, &c.’ Sect. iv. c. 1. p. 
113. And that this might be applied to 
the interpretation of the Creed, Schlictin- 
gius hath inserted it as a material obser- 
vation: ‘Nam hic wunicus seu .wnigena 
Jilius nominatur, qui ceteris longe carior 
est Patri, longeque prestantior:’ and 


confirms the interpretation with those 
two testimonies concerning Isaac and 
Solomon. But certainly this observation 
of theirs is vain, or what else they say is 
false. For if Christ be called the Son of 
God, because conceived by the Holy Ghost, 
and none else was ever so conceived, then 
is he the only-begotten by virtue of his 
generation. And if so, then is he not the 
only-begotten, as Isaac and Solomon were, 
that is, by the affection and prelation of 
their parents. Or if Christ were the only- 
begotten, as Isaac and Solomon were, then 
was he not conceived after a singular 
manner, for the brethren of Solomon no 
way differed from him in their generation. 
It is plain therefore that this interpreta- 
tion was invented, that when all the rest 
should fail, they might stick to this. 
+ [See Prov. iv. 3.] 
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begotten as none other is, was, or can be: so as the term re- 
strictive on/y shall have relation not only to the Father gene- 
rating,* but also to the Son begotten, and to the manner of the 
generation. It is true, the Father spake from heaven, saying, 
**Thou art my beloved Son, in whom I am well pleased,” 
(Mark i. 11.) and thereby we are to understand, that whosoever 
of us are beloved by the Father, are so beloved in and through 
the Son. In the same manner Christ is the only-begotten Son 
of God; and as many of us as God hath bestowed his love 
upon, that we should be called the sons of God, are all brought 
into that near relation by our fellowship with him, who is by a 
far more near relation the natural and eternal Son. 

Having thus declared the interpretation of the word, that, 
properly, as primogeniture consisteth in prelation, so unige- 
niture in exclusion; and that none can be strictly called the 
only-begotten, but he who alone was so begotten: we shall 
proceed to make good our assertion, shewing that the divine 
essence was peculiarly communicated to the Word, by which 
he was begotten the Son of God, and never any was so begotten 
beside that Son. 7 

And here we meet with two difficulties: one shewing that 
there were other sons of God said to be begotten of him; to 
whom either the divine essence was communicated, and then 
the communication of that to the Word made him not the only- 
begotten; or it was not communicated, and then there is no 
such communication necessary to found such filiation: the 
other, alleging that the same divine essence may be commu- 
nicated to another beside the Word, and not only that it may, 
but that it is so, ‘to the person of the Holy Ghost; whence 
either the Holy Ghost must be the Son of God, and then the 
Word is not the only-begotten; or if he be not the Son, then 
is not the communication of the divine essence a sufficient 
foundation of the relation of sonship, ‘These two objections 
being answered, nothing will remain farther to demonstrate - 
this last assertion. 

For the first, we acknowledge that others are frequently 
called the sons of God, and that we call the same God our 
Father which Christ called Azs; “both he that sanctifieth, and 


* Eunomius would have it only wad 
povov, in relation to the Father only. St. 
Basil shews that no way proper, and shews 
that provoyevig is not he which maga prévou 
but pdvoo yeyéwnras. adv. Eunom. |, ii. §. 
21. St. Cyril adds these two mapa prdvov 
and dves together, in relation to the 
Father and the Son: Movoyevig xara picw 
bie Oecd marpog dvouaorar Adyos, STL prdvor 
Ex provov yeyevntat rov mareds. KEpist. 1. ad 
Regin. as Ruffinus doth in unicus: ‘ Ideo 
subjungit unicum hunc esse Filium Dei, 
unus enim de uno nascitur.’ Eapos. Symb. 


§.9. St. Gregory Nazianzen adds to these 
two a third, in respect of the manner ; 
Movoyeviig SE od7x OTs padvos Ex frdvou Kat pLdvoY, 
GAN Ort Kak ovoTesmws, UN wo TA THpATA, 
Orat. 2. de Filio, p. 590. So he something 
obscurely and corruptly; but plainly 
enough in Damascene, who aims often to 
deliver himself in the words of Nazianzen: 
Aéyeras provoysvng, Ort prdvog EX (LOvoU ‘TOU gra~ 
Tpdg prdveng Eyendn: ovdE yap oorouTas Erége 
yewnorg TH Tov vied Tov Oecd yewnoet, ode yee 
tory GAAog vidg Tov Oecd. De Orthod. Fid. 
Lidice Fe 
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they who are sanctified, are all of one: for which cause he is 
not ashamed to call us brethren :” (Heb. 11. 11.) we confess 
that those whom St. Paul “hath begotten through the Gos- 
pel,”* may well be termed the ‘‘ begotten of God, whose seed 
remaineth in them:” but withal, we affirm that this our rege- 
neration is of a nature wholly different from the generation of 
the Son. Weare first generated,} and have our natural being ; 
after that regenerated, and so receive a spiritual renovation, 
and by virtue thereof an inheritance incorruptible: whereas 
the generation of Christ admits no regeneration, he becoming 
at once thereby God and Son and heir of all. The state of son- 
ship which we come into is but of adoption, shewing the gene- 
ration by which we are begotten to be but metaphorical ; 
whereas Christ is so truly begotten, so properly the natural 
Son of God, that his generation} clearly excludeth the name of 


* 1 Cor. iv. 15. “Ev yap Xeore “Incod 
Sia Tou edayyeriou Eyam tuas eyéwnea. 1 John 
lil. 9. Tag 6 yeyewnurtvog Ex TOU Ozod apeae- 

/ > ~_ e , > ~ J ° ~ 
Thay Ov Toes, OTs TTHECUG avuTOU EY QUT a 
fev. And more expressly, 1 John v. 1. 
Tag 6 wiorevav, OTs Incotg eotiv 6 Xpirrdg, 
Ex TO Oeov yeyéwntas nal was 0 ayunay Tov 
yewncavra, dyana nat riv yeyewnprévoy e¢ 
abvrovd. Quisyuis credit Jesum esse Christum 
illum, ex Deo genitus est ; et quisquis dili- 
git eum qui genuit, diligit etiam eum qui ex 
eo genitus est. 

t ‘Nos genuit Deus, ut filii ejus simus, 
quos fecerat ut homines essemus. Uni- 
cum autem genuit, non solum ut Filius 

-esset, quod Pater non est, sed etiam ut 
Deus esset, quod et Pater est.’ S. August. 
de Cons. Evang. |. ii. c. 3. In the book 
of Celsus, there was a Jew introduced 
speaking thus to Christ: Et toro Aéysss, 
OT Was avSpwmog Kata Velay wedvosay yeyovars 
vidg Err @eod, Th ay oD adrroU Diadhéens ; who 
is thus answered by Origen: Igd¢ ov épod- 
MEV, OTL TAG prev, WS Oo TlavAos wvdmacs, pen- 
xETL UMD poRov watdaymyedpevoc, GAAR os 
avTd 70 xaddy akeovprevos, uldg ors Seov* curog 
S€ qoAAM Hal anew Ssapéees wavrdg ToD Bd 
Thy deethy xpnpratiCovres viod Tov Yeov, Corig 
womegel mnyn Tho nal dexn TaY ToUTwY TUY- 
xeve. Orig. adv. Celsum, |. i. §. 57. 

» First, it is most certain that the 
Word of God, as the Word, is not the 
adopted, but the natural Son of God. 
‘Non est Dei Filius Deus falsus, nec 
Deus adoptivus, nec Deus nuncupativus, 
sed Deus verus.’ S. Hilar. de Trin. 1. v. 
c. 5. ‘Hic etiam Filius Dei natura est 
Filius, non adoptione.’ Concil. Tolet. 11. 
Yidg Tov Osod Ertl pice, nal ov Séces, yevn- 
Selo ex mareds. S..Cyril. Hierosol. Catech. 
11. §. 2. and again: Otx & Tod pum dvrog 
sig 7d elves vov vilv maphyayev, oud Tov ad 
ovre ei¢ viobeciav Hyaysy’ AAA’ aldiog dy 6 wra- 
The, aidiog eyéwnce nal avexdedororg viov Eve 


frovoy, aderdoy ox Exovra, Ibid. §. 5. This 
hath been so generally confessed, that 
Felix and Elipandus, who were con- 
demned for maintaining Christ as a man 
to be the adopted Son of God, did ac- 
knowledge it, as appeareth by the begin- 
ning of their book : ‘ Confitemur et credi- 
mus Deum Dei Filium, ante omnia tem- 
pora sine initio ex Patre genitum, co- 
eternum et consubstantialem non adop- 
tione, sed genere.’ Secondly, it is also 
certain, that the man Christ Jesus, taken 
personally, is the natural not the adopted 
Son of God: because the man Christ 
Jesus is no other person than the Word, 
who is the eternal and natural Son, and 
by subsisting in the human nature could 
not leave off to be the natural Son. The 
denial of this by Felix and Elipandus was 
condemned as heretical in the Council of 
Francford ; and their opinion was thus 
expressed, partly in the words of St. 
Augustin, partly in their own additions : 
‘Confitemur et credimus eum factum ex 
muliere, factum sub lege; non genere 
esse Filium Dei, sed adoptione, non na- 
tura, sed gratia.’ This they maintained 
by forged testimonies of some fathers, and 
by the Liturgy of the Church of Toledo, 
composed by Hildephonsus, as the Ro- 
man by Gregory. In the Mass de Cena 
Domini: ‘ Qui per adoptivi hominis pas- 
sionem, dum suo non indulsit corpori:’ 
and in the Mass de Ascensione Domini: 
‘ Hodie Salvator noster per adoptionem 
carnis, sedem repetivit Deitatis.’ To this 
the Synod opposed their determination 
in Sacrosyllabo: ‘ Quod ex te nascetur san- 
ctum vocabitur filius Dei, non adoptivus sed 
verus, non alienus sed proprius.’ And 
again: ‘ Porro adoptivus dici non potest 
qui alienus est ab eo a quo dicitur adop- 
tatus ; et gratis ei adoptio tribuitur, quo- 
niam non ex debito, sed ex indulgentia 
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adoption; and not only so, but when he becometh the Son of 
man, even in his humanity refuseth the name of an adopted 
Son. For“ when the fulness of time was come, God sent forth 
his Son made of a woman, made under the Law, to redeem 
them that were under the Law, (not that he, but) that we might 
receive the adoption of sons.” (Gal. iv. 4, 5.) He then whose 
generation is totally different from ours whom he calleth bre- 
thren ; he whom in the sacred Scriptures the Spirit nameth the 
true Son, the Father sometimes his own, sometimes his be- 
loved, but never his adopted Son ;* he who by those proper and 
peculiar appellations is distinguished from us,+ who can claim 
no higher filiation than that which we receive by the privilege 
of adoption: he is truly the only-begotten Son of God, notwith- 
standing the same God hath begotten us by his Word; and 
the reason why he is so, is, because the divine essence was 
communicated unto him in his natural and eternal generation, 
whereas only the grace of God is conveyed unto us in our 
adoption. Indeed if we were begotten of the essence of God 
as Christ was, or he were only by the grace of God adopted,t 
as we are, then could he by no propriety of speech be called 
the only Son, by reason of so many brethren: but being we 
cannot aspire unto the first, nor he descend unto the latter, it 
remaineth we acknowledge him, notwithstanding the first diffi- 
culty, by virtue of his natural and peculiar generation, to be 
the only-begotten Son. 


tantummodo adoptio prestatur ; sicut nos 
aliquando, cum essemus peccando filii 
ire, alieni eramus a Deo, per proprium 
et verum Filium, qui non eguit adoptione, 
adoptio nobis filiorum donata est.” And 
of this they give us the true ground in the 
Synodic Epistle: ‘ Unitas persone que 
est in Dei filio et filio Virginis, adoptionis 
tollit injuriam.’ 

* «Vegi et relegi Scripturas, Jesum 
Filium Dei nusquam adoptione inveni.’ 
Ambrosiaster Cum. in Ep. ad Rom. ‘ Dices 
mihi, Cur times adoptivum Christum Do- 
minum nominare? Dico tibi, quia nec 
Apostoli eum sic nominarunt, nec sancta 
Dei et Catholica Ecclesia consuetudinem 
habuit sic eum appellare.’ Synod. Epist. 
Concil. Francoford. From whence they 
charge all those to whom they write that 
Synodic Epistle, that they should be sa- 
tisfied with such expressions as they 
found in the Scriptures : ‘ Intelligite, fra- 
tres, que legitis, et nolite nova et incog- 
nita nomina fingere, sed que in S. Scrip- 
tura inveniuntur, tenete,’ &c. 

+ St. Augustin hath observed, that St. 
Paul made use of vioSecia, that he might 
distinguish the filiation of Christ from 
ours: ‘At vero etiam nos, quibus dedit 
Deus potestatem filios ejus fieri, de natura 
atque substantia sua non nos genuit, sicut 


unicum Filium, sed utique dilectione 
adoptavit. Quo verbo Apostolus sepe uti 
non ob aliud intelligitur, nisi ad discer- 
nendum Unigenitum.’ De consens. Evang. 
I. ii. c. 3. And St. Ambrose takes notice, 
that the name of true destroyeth that of 
adopted: ‘ Adoptivum filium non dicimus 
filium esse natura; sed eum dicimus na- 
tura esse filium, qui verus est filius.’ De 
Incarn. Sacr. c. 8. 

¢ ‘Si unicus, quomodo adoptivus, dum 
multi sunt adoptivi filii? Unicus itaque 
de multis non potest dici.’ Concil. Francof. 
‘Quod si etiam Unigenitus Filius factus 
dicitur ex gratia, non vere genitus ex 
natura, proculdubio nomen et veritatem 
Unigeniti perdidit, postquam fratres ha- 
bere jam ceepit: privatur enim hujus ve- 
ritate nominis, si in Unigenito non est de 
Patre veritas naturalis.’ Fulgentius ad 
Thrasim. ]. iii. c. 3. ‘Si divina illa Filia 
sempiternaque nativitas non de natura 
Dei Patris, sed ex gratia creditur substi- 
tisse, non debet Unigenitus vocari, sed 
tantummodo genitus. Quoniam sicut ei 
nomen geniti largitas adoptionis paterne 
contribuit, sic eum ab Unigeniti nomine 
nobis quoque tributa communio paterne 
adoptionis exclusit. Unigenitus enim non 
vocatur, quamvis genitus possit vocari, 
cum genitis.’ Ibid. c. 4. 
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But though neither men nor angels be begotten of the sub- 
stance of God, or by virtue of any such natural generation be 
called sons; yet one person we know, to whom the divine es- 
sence Is as truly and really communicated by the Father as to 
the Son, which is the third person in the blessed Trinity, the 
Holy Ghost. Why then should the Word by that communi- 
cation of the divine essence become the Son, and not the Holy 
Ghost by the same? or if, by receiving the same nature, he 
also be the Son of God, how is the Word the only Son? To 

this I answer, that the Holy Ghost receiveth the same essence 

from the Father which the Word receiveth, and thereby be- 
cometh the same God with the Father and the Word: but 
though the essence be the same which is communicated, yet 
there is a difference in the communication; the Word being 
God by generation, the Holy Ghost by procession: and though 
every thing which is begotten proceedeth,* yet every thing 
which proceedeth is not begotten, Wherefore in the language 
of the sacred Scriptures and the Church,+ the Holy Ghost is 
never said to be begotten, but to proceed from the Father; nor 
is he ever called the Son, but the Gift of God. Eve was pro- 
duced out of Adam, and in the same nature with him, and yet 
was not born of him, nor was she truly the daughter of Adam; 
whereas Seth proceeding from the same person in the simili- 
tude of the same nature, was truly and properly the son of 
Adam. And this difference was not in the nature produced, 
but in the manner of production; Eve descending not from 
Adam as Seth did, by way of generation, that is, by natural 
fecundity. The Holy Ghost proceedeth from the Father in the 
same nature with him, the Word proceedeth from the same 
person in the same similitude of nature also; but the Word 
proceeding is the Son, the Holy Ghost is not, because the first 
procession is by way of generation, the other i is not. As there- 
fore the regeneration and adoption of man, so the procession 
of the Holy Ghost doth no way prejudice the eternal genera- 
tion, as pertaining solely to the Son of God. 

Seeing then our Saviour Jesus Christ had a real being and 
existence before he was conceived by the Virgin Mary; seeing 


* «Non omne quod procedit, nascitur ; 
sicut omne quod nascitur, procedit.’ S. 
August. contra Maz. |. ii. c. 14. §. 1. Who 
gives the same solution to the same argu- 
ment: ‘ Queris a me: Si de substantia 
Patris est Filius, de substantia Patris est 
etiam Spiritus Sanctus, cur unus Filius 
sit, et alius non sit Filius? Ego respon- 
deo, sive capias, sive non capias: De 
Patre est Filius, de Patre est Spiritus S.; 
sed ille genitus est, iste procedens.’ Ibid. 
TIoAA® TouToU miBavairepoy, 70 paves eg exsivon 
ye Tou dyevinrou puvas roy Abyoy nat TO “Ayo 
Tlyevpece’ roy etal ws Adyoy, éx% ToD vou yevvai= 
peavov 4d Se, we Tiveda, sMmogevdpnevoy. Fupe- 


mpbElos yap TH Adyw To IIvevpea, ov Cuyyewa- 
MeVOV, AAAR Cuvov Kal Wapomaerody Hal Exgro- 
eevorevey. Theodoret. Serm. 2. p. 504. 

+ ‘ Nunquam fuit non Pater, a quo Fi- 
lius natus, a quo Spiritus Sanctus non 
natus, quia non est Filius.’ Gennad. de 
Eccles. Dog. c. 1. ¢ Deus Pater innasci- 
bilis non ex aliquo, Deus Filius unigeni- 
tus ex aliquo, hoc est, ex Patre, Spiritus 
Ss. innascibilis ex aliquo, hoc est, ex Pa- 
tre.’ Isaac. lib. Fidei, p. 138. Opusc. Dogm. 
Vet. V. Script. Par. 1630. ‘ Quod neque 
natum neque factum est, Spiritus S. est, 
qui a Patre et Filio procedit.’ S. Ambros. 
in Symb. Apost. al. de Trinit. c. 3. 
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the being which he had antecedently to that conception was 
not any created, but the one and indivisible divine essence ; 
seeing he had not that Divinity of himself originally, as the 
Father, but by communication from him; seeing the commu- 
nication of the same essence unto him was a proper genera- 
tion; we cannot but believe that the same Jesus Christ is the 
begotten Son of God: and seeing the same essence was never 
so by way of generation communicated unto any,* we must 
also acknowledge him the only-begotien, distinguished from 
the Holy Ghost, as Son; from the adopted children, as the 
natural Son. : 

The necessity of the belief of this part of the Article, that 
Jesus Christ is the proper and natural Son of God, begotten of 
the substance of the Father, and by that singular way of gene- 
ration the only Son, appeareth first in the confirmation of our 
faith concerning the redemption of mankind. For this doth 
shew such an excellency and dignity in the person of the Me- 
diator as will assure us of an infinite efficacy in his actions, and 
value in his sufferings. We know ‘ it is not possible that the 
blood of bulls and goats should take away sins:” (Heb. x. 4.) 
and we may very well doubt, how the blood of him, who hath 
no other nature than that of man, can take away the sins of 
other men; there appearing no such difference as will shew a 
certainty in the one, and an impossibility in the other. But 
since we may be “ bought with a price,” (1 Cor. vi. 20. vii. 23.) 
well may we believe the blood of Christ sufficiently “ precious,” 
(1 Pet. 1. 19.) when we are assured that it is the “blood of 
God:” (Acts xx. 28.) nor can we question the efficacy of it in 
“‘ purging our conscience from dead works,” if we believe 
‘Christ offered up himself through the eternal Spirit.” (Heb. 
ix. 14.) If we be truly sensible of our sins, we must acknow- 
ledge that in every one we have offended God; and the gravity 
of every offence must needs increase proportionably to the dig- 
nity of the party offended in respect of the offender: because 
the more worthy any person is, the more reverence is due unto 
him, and every injury tendeth to his dishonour; but between 
God and man there is an infinite disproportion; and therefore 
every offence committed against him, must be esteemed as in 
the highest degree of injury. Again, as the gravity of the of- 
fence beareth proportion to the person offended; so the value 
of reparation ariseth from the dignity of the person satisfying ; 
because the satisfaction consisteth in a reparation of that ho- 
nour which by the injury was eclipsed; and all honour doth 
increase proportionably as the person yielding it is honour- 
able. If then by every sin we have offended God, who is of 
infinite eminency, according unto which the injury is aggra- 
vated; how shall we ever be secure of our reconciliation unto 

* “Qo ev oUY UldG, PuTINaS nEnTnTAL Te TOD qrareds’ Gig SE provoyEVis, OAa EEL EV EAUTD 

gvAAaBawY, ovdEVOS NaTapaserCopeévou mpeg Execov. S. Basil. Homil. de Fide, §. 2. 
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God, except the person who hath undertaken to make the re- 
paration be of the same infinite dignity; so as the honour 
rendered by his obedience may prove proportionable to the 
offence and that dishonour which arose from our disobedience? 
This scruple is no otherwise to be satisfied than by a belief in 
such a Mediator as is the only-begotten Son of God, of the 
same substance with the Father, and consequently of the same 
power and dignity with the God whom by our sins we have 
offended. 

Secondly, The belief of the eternal generation of the Son, by 
which he is the same God with the Father, is necessary for 
the confirming and encouraging a Christian in ascribing that 
honour and glory unto Christ which is due unto him. For we 
are commanded to give that worship unto the Son which is 
truly and properly divine ; the same which we give unta God 
the Father, who “ hath committed all judgment unto the Son, 
that all men should honour the Son even as they honour the 
Father.” (John v. 22, 23.) As it was represented to St. John 
in a vision, when he heard “‘ every creature which is in heaven, 
and on the earth, and under the earth, and such as are in the 
sea, and all that are in them, saying, Blessing, honour, glory, 
and power be unto him that sitteth upon the throne, and unto 
the Lamb, for ever and ever.” (Rev. v. 13.) Again we are 
commanded ‘to fear the Lord our God, and to serve him ;”’* 
(Deut. vi. 13.) and that with such an emphasis, as by him we 
are to understand him alone, because “ the Lord our God is 
one Lord.” (Ibid. 4.) From whence if any one arose among 
the Jews, teaching under the title of a prophet to worship any 
other beside him for God, the judgment of the Rabbins was,+ 
that notwithstanding all the miracles which he could work, 
though they were as great as Moses wrought, he ought imme- 
diately to be strangled, because the evidence of this truth, 
that one God only must be worshipped, is above all evidence 
of sense. Nor must we look upon this precept as valid only 
under the Law, as if then there were only one God to be wor- 
shipped, but since the Gospel we had another ; for our Saviour 
hath commended it to our observation, by making use of it 
against the devil in his temptation, saying, ‘‘ Get thee hence 
Satan, for it is written, Thou shalt worship the Lord thy God, 
and him only shalt thou serve.” (Matt. iv. 10.) If then we be 
obliged to worship the God of Israel only ; if we be also com- 
manded to give the same worship to the Son, which we give 
to him; it is necessary that we should believe that the Son is 
the God of Israel. ‘When the Scripture bringeth in the first- 


* The emphasis appears in this, that conspectu ejus sermes; by the LXX. xai 
itis not barely Mayr et servies ci, but aire ptvw Aarpedcesc, and that restriction 
TAyN MN) et ipsi servies, with such a pe- approved by our Saviour, Matt. iv. 10. 
culiar restriction, as is expressed by the + Moses Maim. Prefat. in Seder 
Chaldee paraphrase, moon ‘myatpret in = Zeraim. 
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begotten into the world, it saith, Let all the angels of God wor- 
ship him ;” (Heb. i. 6.) but then the same Scripture calleth 
that first-begotten ‘“ Jehovah,” (Isa. xii. 2.)* and “ the Lord 
of the whole earth.” (Psal. xcvii. 5.) For a man to worship 
that for God which is not God, knowing that it is not God, is 
affected and gross idolatry ; to worship that as God which is 
not God, thinking that it is God, is not in the same degree, 
but the same sin: to worship him as God, who is God, thinking 
that he is not God, cannot be thought an act in the formality 
void of idolatry. Lest therefore while we are obliged to give 
unto him divine worship, we should fall into that sin which of 
all others we ought most to abhor, it is no less necessary, that 
we should believe that Son to be that eternal God, whom we 
are bound to worship, and whom only we should serve. 
Thirdly, Our belief in Christ as the eternal Son of God, is 
necessary to raise us unto a thankful acknowledgment of the 
infinite love of God appearing in the sending of his only- 
begotten Son into the world to die for sinners. This love of 
God is frequently extolled and admired by the apostles. ‘‘ God 
so loved the world, (saith St. John, iii. 16.) that he gave his only- 
begotten Son.” ‘God commended his love towards us, (saith 
St. Paul. Rom. v. 8. viii. 32.) in that while we were yet sinners 
Christ died for us: zn that he spared not his own Son, but 
delivered him up for us all.” ‘In this (saith St. John again, 
1 Ep. iv. 9,10.) was manifested the love of God towards us, be- 
cause that God sent his only-begotten Son into the world, that 
we might live through him. Herein is love, not that we loved 
God, but that he loved us, and sent his Son to be the propi- 
tiation for our sins.” If we look upon all this as nothing else, 
but that God should cause a man to be born after another man- 
ner than other men, and when he was so born after a peculiar 
manner, yet a mortal man, should deliver him to die for the 
sins of the world ; I see no such great expression of his love in 
this way of redemption, more than would have appeared if he 
had redeemed us any other way. It is true indeed that the 
reparation of lapsed man, is no act of absolute necessity in 
respect of God, but that he hath as freely designed our re- 
demption as our creation; considering the misery from which 
we are redeemed, and the happiness to which we are invited, 
we cannot but acknowledge the singular love of God even in 
the act of redemption itself; but yet the apostles have raised 
that consideration higher, and placed the choicest mark of the 
love of God, in the choosing such means, and performing in 
that manner our reparation, by sending his only-bego#en into 
the world; by not sparing his own Son, by giving and deli- 
vering him up to be scourged and crucified for us: and the es- 
timation of this act of God’s love must necessarily increase 
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proportionably to the dignity of the Son so sent into the world ; 
because the more worthy the person of Christ before he suffered, 
the greater his condescension unto such a suffering condition ; 
and the nearer his relation to the Father, the greater his love 
to us for whose sakes he sent him to suffer. Wherefore to de- 
rogate any way from the person and nature of our Saviour be- 
fore he suffered, is so far to undervalue the love of God, and 
consequently, to come short of that acknowledgment and 
thanksgiving which is due unto him for it. If then the send- 
ing of Christ into the world, were the highest act of the love 
of God which could be expressed ; if we be obliged unto a re- 
turn of thankfulness some way correspondent to such infinite 
love; if such a return can never be made without a true sense 
of that infinity, and a sense of that infinity of love cannot con- 
sist without an apprehension of an infinite dignity of nature 
in the person sent: then it is absolutely necessary to believe 
that Christ is so the only-begotten Son of the Father, as to be of 
the same substance with him, of glory equal, of majesty co- 
eternal. 

By this discourse in way of explication, every Christian may 
understand what it is he says, and express his mind how he 
would be understood when he maketh this brief confession, I 
believe in Christ the only Son of God. For by these words he 
must be thought to intend no less than this: I do profess to 
be fully assured of this assertion, as of a most certain, infallible, 
and necessary truth, that Jesus Christ, the Saviour and Mes- 
sias, is the true, proper, and natural Son of God, begotten of 
the substance of the Father; which being incapable of division 
or multiplication, is so really and totally communicated to him, 
that he is of the same essence with him, God of God, Light of 
light, very God of very God. And as I assert him to be the 
Son, so do I also exclude all other persons from that kind of 
sonship, acknowledging none but him to be begotten of God 
by that proper and natural generation: and thereby excluding 
all which are not begotten, as it is ageneration ; all which are 
said to be begotten, and are called sons, but are so only by 
adoption, as itis natural. And thus I believe in God the 
Father, and in Jesus CuristT HIS ONLY Son. 


Our Lord. 


AFTER our Saviour’s relation founded upon his eternal ge- 
neration, followeth his dominion in all ancient Creeds,* as 
the necessary consequent of his filiation. For as we believe 
him to be the Son of God, so must we acknowledge him to be 


* For though in the first rules of faith probably inserted because denied by the 
mentioned by Ireneus and Tertullian we Valentinians, of whom Ireneus: Aid 
find not Dominum nostrum, yet in all the rovro riv Swriign Afyouow, odd8 yap Kugroy 
Creeds afterwards we find those words; —dyoxrdiCeiw avrrdv Géroucr. 1. i. c. 1. 
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our Lord, because the only Son must of necessity be heir and 
Lord of all in his Father’s house, and all others which bear 
the name of sons, whether they be men or angels, if compared 
to him, must not be looked upon as sons of God, but as ser- 
vants of Christ. 

Three things are necessary, and more cannot be, for a ple- 
nary explication of this part of the Article; first, the proper no- 
tation of the word Lord in the Scripture phrase, or language of 
the Holy Ghost; secondly, The full signification of the same in 
the adequate latitude of sense, as it belongs to Christ ; thirdly, 
The application of it to the person making confession of his 
faith, and all others whom he involves in the same condition 
with himself, as saying not my, nor their, but our Lord. 

First then we must observe, that not only Christ is the Lord, 
but that this title doth so properly belong unto him, that the 
Lord alone absolutely taken is frequently used by the evange- 
lists and apostles determinately for CArist,* insomuch that 
the angels observe that dialect, ““Come see the place where 
the Lord lay.” (Matt. xxviii. 6.) Now for the true notation of 
the word,t it will not be so necessary to inquire into the use 
or origination of the Greek, much less into the etymology of 
the correspondent Latin, as to search into the notion of the 
Jews, and the language of the Scriptures, according unto which 
the evangelists and apostles spake and wrote. 

And first, it cannot be denied, but that the word which we 
translate the Lord was used by the interpreters of the Old 


* Mar. xvi. 19, 20. Luke xii. 42. by the Scripture usage, Kuptog would sig- 


xxiv. 34. John iv. 1. vi. 23. xi. 2. xx. 2. 
TOP 20 25. XR s. FACS 1X als Osh, tt. 
15.°07 2) 27. 131. (A2Sxi. 16. 24. xin. 47; 
&c. Kuprog. 

t For whosoever shall consider the 
signification of Kupioz in the Scriptures, 
I think he will scarce find any footsteps 
of the same in the ancient Greeks. In 
our sacred Writ it is the frequent name 
of God, whereas | imagine it is not to be 
found so used by any of the old Greek 
authors. Julius Pollux, whose business 
is to observe what words and phrases 
may be properly made use of in that lan- 
guage, tells us the gods may be called 
@eot or Aainoves, but mentions not Kuptos, 
as neither proper, nor any name of God 
with them at all. Nor did they anciently 
use it in their economics; where their 
constant terms were not Kugios, but de- 
omorns and Soidog: and they had then an- 
otherkind of notion of it,as appears by the 
complaint of the servant in Aristophanes. 
Plut. 6. 
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In which words, if they were interpreted 


nify the master, and éwvnuevos the person 
bought, that is, the servant; whereas the 
place requires an interpretation wholly 
contrary ; for égwviuévos is not here 
nyopacprévos, but dyoedoas, or wyntapeevoc, 
as the scholiast, Suidas, and Moschopulus 
have observed, that is, not the servant, but 
the master who bought him. And though 
those grammarians bring no other place 
to prove this active signification beside 
this of Aristophanes, by which means 
it might be still questionable whether 
they had rightly interpreted him without 
any authority, yet Phrynichus will suffi- 
ciently secure us of this sense: “Etuxov 
Ewynprtvos oixiay h dypiv.éyrav0a ovdev Eyx mest 
rav amd TOU mplarOar préver TO Ewvngetvos dOxt- 
peov. Ewvnuévog then here is he which 
buyeth, that is, the master ; and conse- 
quently xvpto¢ not the master, but the ser- 
vant bought, whom he supposeth origi- 
nally to have power over his own body. 
Indeed it was not only distinguished, but 
in a manner opposed to Serwirng: as ap- 
pears by that observation of Ammonius, 
thus delivered by Eustathius in Odyss. 
=. Kugtog yuvasnds nat viav dvhe nal marie, 
dermorng dé deyuewwnrav. 
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Testament sometimes for men, with no relation unto another 
than human dominion.* And as it was by the translators of 
the Old, so is it also by the penmen of the New.+ But it is 
most certain that Christ is called Lord in another notion than 
that which signifies any kind of human dominion, because as 
so, “there are many Lords,” (1 Cor. viii. 5.) but he is in 
that notion Lord, (1 Cor. vii. 6. Eph. iv. 5.) which admits of 
no more than ove. They are only ‘‘ masters according to the 
flesh ;’ (Coloss. 111. 22.) he “the Lord of glory, the Lord from 
heaven,” (1 Cor. i. 8. xv. 47.) “ King of kings, and Lord of all 
other lords.” (Rev. xix. 16.) 

Nor is it difficult to find that name amongst the books of 
the Law in the most high and full signification ; for it is most 
frequently used as the name of the supreme God, sometimes 
for El or Elohim, sometimes for Shaddai or the Rock, often 
for Adonai, and most universally for Jehovah, the undoubted 
proper name of God, and that to which the Greek translators 
long before our Saviour’s birth, had most appropriated the 
name of Lord, not only by way of explication, but distinction 
and particular expression. As when we read, “ thou whose 
name alone is JEHOVAH, art the most high in all the earth.” 
(Psal. Ixxxiii. 18.) and when God so expresseth himself, “ I 
appeared unto Abraham, unto Isaac, and unto Jacob, by the 


* As px is generally translated xvguo¢, 
when it signifieth lord or master in respect 
of a servant or inferior. So Sarah called 
her husband, Gen. xviii. 12. 1 Pet. iii. 6. 
so Eleazer his master Abraham, Gen. 
xxiv. frequently. Thus Rachel saluteth 
her father Laban, Gen. xxxi. 35. and 
Jacob his brother Esau, Gen. xxxiii. 8. 
Potiphar is the xvgiog of Joseph whom he 
bought, Gen. xxxix. 2, &c. and Joseph in 
power is so saluted by his brethren, Gen. 
xlii. 10. and acknowledged by his servant, 
Gen. xliv. 5. The general name in the 
' law of Moses for servant and master is 
mato and xvpiog, Exod. xxi. 2. 4. It is in- 
deed so plain that the ancient Jews used 
this word to signify no more than human 
power, that we find ox the name of man 
so translated, as 1 Sam. xvii. 32. 55 5x 
poy ox 15 wi M4 cuumectrm nadia Tod 
xueglou moou ear’ avroy. 

t For xvesos is used with relation and in 
opposition to wasdicxn, Acts xvi. 16. in the 
sense which the latter, not the ancient 
Greeks used it: TWaiSicxn, rodro émt rig 
Oscamraivng of viv TiSéacw’ of 38 deyatos Em rig 
vedyido¢, aS Phrynichus observes. Asit is 
opposed to oixerng, Luke xvi. 13. (accord- 
ing to that of Etymol. Kugsog ray mets wm 
Eoriv, exer 3€ meds tov olxétnv.) to dovrog, 
Matt. x. 24. xviii. 25, &c. Andin the 
apostolical rules pertaining to Christian 
economics, the master and servant are 
SodA0s and xdpiog. As also by way of ad- 


dition xvgiog rod Oegicmov, Matt. ix. 38. 
xverog Tou aumeravoc, Matt. xx. 8. xvetog rig 
oixiac, Mark xiii. 35. Insomuch as xvge is 
sometimes used by way of address or 
salutation of one man to another, (as itis 
now generally among the later Greeks, 
and as Dominus was anciently among the 
Latins. ‘Quomodo obvios, sinomen non 
eccurrat, Dominos salutamus.’ Sen, epist. 
3.) not only of servants to masters, as 
Matt. xiii. 27. or sons to parents, as 
Matt. xxi. 30. or inferiors to men in au- 
thority, as Matt. xxvii. 63. but of stran- 
gers ; as when the Greeks spake to Philip, 
and desired him, saying, Kvgse, Séroueev Tov 
"Incovy idetv, John xii. 21. and Mary Mag- 
dalene speaking unto Christ, but taking 
him for a gardener, Kuge, ¢f od edoracag 
auroy, John xx. 15. And it cannot be 
denied but this title was sometimes given 
to our Saviour himself, in no higher or 
other sense than this ; as when the Sa- 
maritan woman saw him alone at the well, 
and knew no more of him than that he 
appeared to be one of the Jews, she said, 
Kupie, dvr rAnjro ode Exele, Kal 7d ppéap tort 
adi, John iv. 11. And the infirm man 
at the pool of Bethesda, when he wist 
not who it was, said unto him, Kupe, av- 
Gemmroy oon exw, John v. 7. The blind man, 
to whom he had restored his sight, with 
the same salutation maketh confession of 
hisignorance, and his faith, Tig tors, Kupie ; 
and micteiw, Kipie, John ix. 36. 38. 
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name of God Almighty, but by my name Jenovan, was I not 
known unto them.” (Exod. vi. 3.) In both these places, for the 
name Jehovah the Greek translation, which the apostles fol- 
lowed, hath no other name but Lord; and therefore undoubtedly 
by that word which we translate the Lord* did they understand 


* I know it is the vulgar opinion, that 
xvpiog properly answereth unto ‘27x, and 
the reason why it was also used for mn 
is no other than because the Jews were 
wont to read Adonai in the place of Je- 
hovah. Of which observation they make 
great use who deny the Divinity of Christ. 
“Quia enim Adonai pro Jehovah in lectione 
Hebrzorum verborum substitui consuevit, 
ideo illius etiam interpretatio huic accom- 
modatur,’ says Crellius de Deo et Attrib. c. 
14. But first it is not probable that the 
LXX. should think xvpto¢ to be the proper 
interpretation of ‘)7x, and give it to Je- 
hovah only in the place of Adonai; for if 
they had, it would have followed, that 
where Adonai and Jehovah had met to- 
gether in one sentence, they would not 
have put another word for Adonai, to which 
xuptog Was proper, and place xvpiog for 
Jehovah, to whom of itself (according to 
their observation) it did not belong. 
Whereas we read not only myn ‘398 trans- 
lated décmora xudee, Gen. xv. 2. 8. and 
MONA MT PINT 6 Serworng xdeto ZaBaws, 
Isa. i. 24. but also 29x MIM xXvelou Tov Bed 
ipwey, Nehem. x. 29. Secondly, the reason 
of this assertion is most uncertain. For 
though it be confessed that the Masoreths 
did read ‘7x where they found min’, and 
Josephus before them expresses the sense 
of the Jews of his age, that the retpaypaye- 
fearov was not to be pronounced, and be- 
fore him Philo speaks as much; yet it 
followeth not from thence, that the Jews 
were so superstitious above three hundred 
years before ; which must be proved be- 
fore we can be assured that the LXX. 
read Adonai for Jehovah, and for that rea- 
son translated it Kuesws. Thirdly, as we 
know no reason why the Jews should so 
confound the names of God; so were it 
now very irrational in some places to read 
sx for mim: As when God saith, Exod. 
vi. 5. ‘‘I appeared unto Abraham, unto 
Isaac, and unto Jacob,” mim Nw Tw OXI 
ond snyt xd though the Vulgar transla- 
tion renders it, In Deo omnipotente, et no- 
men meum Adonai non indicavi. eis, and 
thereby make an apparent sense no way 
congruous to the intended importance of 
the Holy Ghost (for it cannot be imagined 
either that God should not be known to 
Abraham by the name Adonai or that it 
were any thing to the present intendment, 
which was to encourage Moses and the 
Israelites by the interpretation of the 


name Jehovah) ; yet we have no reason to 
believe that the LXX. made any such 
heterogeneous translation, which we read, 
nal 7d ovored frou Kugiog oie EdnAwoa avrorg. 
Thus again, where God speaks unto 
Moses, Otrwe égtig roig uloig “Irgana, Kugtoc, 
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Upds, TOUTS prov ErTly vou aiwvov, Exod. iii. 
15. whosoever thinks Kupio¢ stands for 
Adonai, doth injury to the translators ; 
and whosoever readeth Adonai for Jehovah, 
puts a force upon the text. As also when 
the prophet David saith, “ that men may 
know that thou whose name alone is Je- 
hovah, art the most high over all the 
earth.” Ps, Ixxxiii. 18. I confess the an- 
cient fathers did, together with the Jews, 
read Adonai for Jehovah in the Hebrew 
text, as appeareth by those words of Epi- 
phaniusde Ponderibus, §. 6. "Adwval, nAsya, 
napist, iopanr, ieBBerd, dxwdr* which very 
corruptly represents part of the first verse 
of the 141st psalm, %> pwn pnxop mm 
‘Sp nyo but plainly enough render mn 
*“Adwvai. Notwithstanding it is very ob~ 
servable, that they were wont to distin- 
guish Kvgic, in the Greek translations 
where it stood for Jehovah, from Kugsog 
where it stood for Adonai ; and that was 
done by adding in the margin the tetra- 
grammaton itself, mm* which by the igno- 
rance of the Greek scribes, who under- 
stood not the Hebrew characters, was con- 
verted into four Greek letters, and so made 
a word of no signification, MIMI. This is 
still extant in the copy of the text of 
Isaiah printed by Curterius with the Com- 
mentary of Procopius, and St. Jerome 
gives an account of it in the Greek copies 
of hisage : ‘Nomen rereaypaupartov, quod 
avexdaynrov, id est, ineffabile, putaverunt, 
quod his literis scribitur, jod * hem vau 
he 7, quod quidam non intelligentes, 
propter elementorum similitudinem, cum 
in Grecis libris repererint, pipi legere 
consueverunt.’ Epist. 136. Neither did 
the Greeks only place this Mm! in the 
margin of their translations, but when 
they described the Hebrew text in Greek 
characters they used the same Mum! for 
mn, and consequently did not read Ado- 
nai for Jehovah. An example of this is 
to be found in that excellent copy of the 
prophets according to the LXX. collated 
with the rest of the translators, in the 
library of the most eminent Cardinal Bar- 
berin ; where at the 13th verse of the 2nd 
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the proper name of God, Jehovah. And had they placed it 
there as the exposition of any other name of God, they had 
made an interpretation contrary to the manifest intention of the 
Spirit : for it cannot be denied but God was known to Abraham 
by the true importance of the title 4donaz, as much as by the 
name of Shaddai; as much by his dominion and sovereignty, 
as by his power and all-sufficiency : but by any experimental 
and personal sense of the fulfilling of his promises his name 
Jehovah was not known unto him: for though God spake ex- 
pressly unto Abraham, “ All the land which thou seest, to thee 
willl give it, and to thy seed for ever,” (Gen. xii. 15. xxvi. 3.) 
yet the history teacheth us, and St. Stephen confirmeth us, 
that “he gave him none inheritance in it, no not so much as to 
set his foot on, though he promised that he would give it to 
him for a possession.” (Acts vii. 5.) Wherefore when God 
saith he was not known to Abraham by his name Jehovah, the 
interpretation of no other name can make good that expression: 
and therefore we have reason to believe the word which the first 
Greek translators, and after them the apostles, used, may be 
appropriated to that notion which the original requires; as 
indeed it may, being derived from a verb of the same significa- 
tion with the Hebrew root,* and so denoting the essence or 


chapter of Malachi these words are writ- 
ten after the translation of Aquila, Sym- 
machus, and Theodotion, out of the He- 
brew text, after the manner of Origen’s 
Hexapla, of which there is an excellent 
example in that MS. Ovfw6, ony, Secov, 
xerroud, Sena, eOuaCenv, (1. Bux) mm, 
Rent, ovavana, penny, wd, pevod, Er, ammave, 
ovhaxed, eanwy, presonyer, which are a very 
proper expression of these following He- 
brew words, according to the punctuation 
and reading of that age, wyn mw mxn 
PRD APINI°D2 MMT MAM NR Aydt mpa 
pot) po mAnpd mmnn ON mop Ty 
By which it is evident that Origen in his 
Hexapla, from whence undoubtedly that 
ancient scholiast took his various trans- 
lations, did not read *Adevat in that place; 
but kept the Hebrew characters, which 
they who understood them not, formed 
into those Greek letters mim. And cer- 
tainly the preserving of the name Jehovah 
in the Greek translations was very an- 
cient, for it was described in some of 
them with the ancient characters, as St. 
Jerome testifieth: ‘ Et nomen Domini 
Tetragrammaton in quibusdam Grecis vo- 
luminibus usque hodie antiquis expressum 
literis invenimus.’ Ep. 106. Being then 
we cannot be assured that the LX X. read 
‘70x for mn being they have used Kuetog 
for Jehovah, when they have made use of 
the general word 203 for Adonai; being 
in some places Adonai cannot be read for 
Jehovah, without manifest violence offered 


to the text : it followeth, that it isno way 
probable that Kvgiog should therefore be 
used for Jehovah, because it was taken for 
the proper signification of Adonai. 

‘ * It is acknowledged by all that minis 
from mn or mn, and God’s own interpre- 
tation proves no less MX We mn Exod. 
iil. 14. Andthough some contend that 
futurition is essential to the name, yet all 
agree the root signifieth nothing but es- 
sence or existence, that is, +d elva:, or 
umaexyew. Now as from 7‘ in the Hebrew 
mm, so in the Greek do tov uvpery Kupios. 
And what the proper signification of uvgew 
is, nO man can teach us better than Hesy- 
chius, in whom we read Kupe, indexer, 
TuyxX aver, uvew prima longa, xved prima 
brevi. Sophocl. Gdip. Colon. v. 1158. 
Trap’ & 


Odwy Exupoy 
Schol. Ovav txveov, avrt rov, Exvpouv, Tabroy 
To etuyxavy. Hence was xvpx by the 
Attics used for ¢orw sit ; so I take it from 
the words of the scholiast upon Sophocles : 
ro Kved Teecmuptvas puoly » cuvndssa xat 
"ATTino, Ev SE EUATIXOIG BapuvoUoLy aiTd “AT- 
ThKOl LETA EXTATEOS TOU V, RUPOS AEYovTES, aVTI 
rot, xugoin. Not that they used it by an 
apocope, taking 1 from xugoin, but that 
xveos was taken in the sense of xupein or 
xueotro, from xvew, vardpxw, avec, ein OF 
imdexot, as the scholiast upon those words 
of Sophocles, Electr. v. 849. AsaAata de- 
Ania xuperc? Kugeic, Hyouy, omaexets. Neither 
know I better how to render xvgets than 
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existence of God, and whatsoever else may be deduced from 
thence, as revealed by him to be signified thereby. 


by omdexeo in the place of A%schylus’s 
Prometheus, v. 330. } 

Znrw o OO otvex’ éxrog airing uveets, 
Tldvrov peracyav nal reroAmnuas Efoi. 
As the Arundelian scholiast upon the 
Septem Thebana, xupet, urdexet, and in the 
same tragedy, tm’ dowidos xueeiy, isrendered 
by the more ancient scholiast, eivas et tig 
acmidos: asin the Perse, cerwoprévog nuest, 
is by the same interpreter explained xuge? 
nal vadpxe cerwoprevos. So the same poet 

in his Agamemnca, v. 1371. 

Tavrny érawely ravrobey wanduvomas, 
Tpavaig Areekony ei Sévas xvgovvS’ omrwe. 
Which the scholiast renders thus: “Ega:- 
votipras Siahdews Tavrny yuany, 79 wabery ey 
ola tort naracrace 6 Caosrevg. And no 
other sense can be imagined of that verse 

in Sophocles, (dip. Tyr. v. 362. 

oven oe puet Tavdeds ov CntErs KugeiV, 
than by rendering it, efvas or vmdgxey : 
and Cidip. Col. v. 726. 
Kat ‘yae eb yéewy uuen, 

Td rgd! yweas od yeyheane cBévog: 
and Philoctet. v. 899. 

"AAA? BvOAS Hn rovde ToD wabous xupa* 
or of that in Euripides’s Phenisse, v. 1067. 

a4, rhe tv wUnass Sapdrov nu_Et ; 

This original interpretation appeareth 
farther in the frequent use of xveéw for 
TvyxX4vH, as it signifieth no more thansum: 
as in Sophocles, ev@vvav mupets for evOuvess, 
parca nveng for patons, emeinaQov uve® for 
meimacw, wy uuetic for gio, eLesdae nuee for 
e£orda, xupss Aevcrav for Asvoow, Spay nugelg 
for Seas, naarntvoo xuveo for nrrarnuat, 
slpunwe xueet for slennev, simrav xupeic for ewes, 
éxvees Cara for é~n: and in Kuripides, exw 
nupél for ExEt, eicBalvoure xveet for sic Batve, 
ndinnectvn xuph for adiniirat, or ddinndn, as 
the scholiast. From all which it undeni- 
ably appeareth, that the ancient signifi- 
cation of xvew or xues is the same with 
slut, or iwaexw, sum, I am (which is much 
confirmed by that it was anciently ob- 
served to beaverb transitive, as it was used 
by the forementioned author: xuga cvgv- 
yiag WenTng TOV Teo Maprevov, TO WeeiTruy- 
x ave avert 38 rod Irdexw naTd Tog TeaytKOUS 
apuetabaro. So an ancient Lexicon) ; 
and therefore xvpios immediately derived 
from thence must be 6 ay, or 6 umaexov: 
and consequently the proper interpretation 
of min* descending from the root mn of the 
same signification. And well may we 
conceive the LXX. for this reason to have 
so translated it, because we find the ori- 
gination delivered by them in that notion, 
rendering MnN 6*Qy, Exod. iii. 14. éya 
iat 6 “Ov, and again, 6"Qv améoranué 


fe medc bag. From whence considering 
the name mm proceeding from that root, 
and giving relation to that sense, they 
made use of the word xvpiog for the stand- 
ing interpretation of that name, as being 
equivalent to6”Qv. We have no reason 
then to conceive either that they so trans- 
lated it out of the superstition of the Jews 
(as some would persuade us, whom we 
have already refuted) or because they had 
no letters in the Greek language by which 
they could express the Hebrew name, 
whereas we find it often expressed even 
among the Gentile Greeks, but because 
they thought the Greek xvgios to be a pro- 
per interpretation, as being reducible to 
the same signification. For even they 
which are pretended to have read Adonai 
for Jehovah, as Origen, &c. do acknow- 
ledge that the heathens and the ancient 
heretics descending from the Jews had a 
name by which they did express the He- 
brew Jehovah. We know that oracle pre- 
served by Macrobius, Saturnal. lib. i. c. 18. 


Dpaceo rov wavray Umratov Oeov Eumsy Law. 
p (eye 


And Diodorus hath taught us from whence 
that name first came, mentioning Moses 
in this manner, l,i. c. 94. Tapa 38 rots 
*Jovdaiotg Maciv roy “law émimarovmevoy Ody. 
And Theodoret more expressly, Quest. 
15. in Exod. Kadctor 88 aitd Yauagetrar 
peev “IaGe, “lovdaror 92 "law. Porphyrius, 1. 
iv. cont. Christian, tells us, Sanchoniathon 
had his relations of the Jews, apa ‘Iepoe- 
Carou rou tegéwo Seod tov Ievw. Eusebius 
(as we formerly mentioned) said, ‘Iwcrové 
err, law owrnpia. Hesychius, “lwéSan, 
‘law cuvrérgia, taking i# in composition for 
the contraction of ‘Iam. As "Iavag égpan- 
vsvetas, ubicrou govovvrog. And the LXX. 
Jer. xxili. 6. have rendered ypty mn 
"Iwesdix, id est, Dominus justus, saith St. 
Jerome. And as the heathens and the 
first Christians, so the heretics had among 
them the pronunciation and expression 
of the name mn’. As the Valentinian 
was baptized év ro dvinats rod ‘law. Iren. 
]. i. c. 21. §. 3. and the Ophiani had their 
several gods, among the rest: “Agrd jeév 
frayeiag toy “IardaBand ual tov “Acrapaioy, 
ual Toy “Qeatoy' dard 3é raw “ECpainay yeapay 
roy law, 1a oae’ EBeatoss ovo.aCorrevov. Orig. 
cont. Cels. 1. vi. §. 32. So I read it, nat 
as it is in the edition of Hoeschelius, 
‘Iawia in one word, or ‘lawva, as our learned 
countryman Nicolaus Fullerus hath en- 
deavoured in vain to rectify it; but law ia, 
that is, the Ophiani took the name Tad 
from the Jews, among whom it signifies the 
same who is called Jah. For that it ought 
so to be read, appeareth by the former 
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Being then this title Lord thus signifieth the proper name 
of God Jehovah, being the same is certainly attributed unto 
Christ in a notion far surpassing all other lords, which are rather 
to be looked upon as servants unto him: it will be worthy our 
inquiry next, whether as it is the translation of the name Jehovah 
it belong to Christ ; or whether though he be Lord of all other 
lords, as subjected under his authority, yet he be so inferior 
unto him whose name alone is Jehovah, as that in that propriety 
and eminency in which it belongs unto the supreme God it may 
not be attributed unto Christ. 

This doubt will easily be satisfied, if we can shew the name 
Jehovah itself to be given unto our Saviour; it being against 
all reason to acknowledge the original name, and to deny the 
interpretation in the sense and full importance of that original. 
Wherefore if Christ be the Jehovah, as so called by the Spirit 
of God; then is he so the Lord, in the same propriety and emi- 
nency in which Jehovah is. Now whatsoever did belong to the 
Messias, that may and must be attributed unto Jesus, as being 
the true and only Christ. But the Jews themselves acknow- 
ledge that Jehovah shall be known clearly in the days of the 
Messias, and not only so, but that it is the name which properly 
belongeth to him.* And if they cannot but confess so much 
who only read the prophecies, as the eunuch did, without an 
interpreter ; how can we be ignorant of so plain and necessary 
a truth, whose eyes have seen the full completion, and read the 
infallible interpretation of them? If they could see ‘‘ Jehovah 
the Lord of hosts” to be the name of the Messzas, who was to 
them “ for a stone of stumbling and rock of offence,” (Isa. viii. 
13, 14.) how can we possibly be ignorant of it, who are taught 
by St. Paul, that in Christ this prophecy was fulfilled, “As it 
is written, Behold, I lay in Sion a stumbling-stone, and rock of 
offence, and whosoever believeth on him shall not be ashamed.” 
(Rom. ix. 33.) It was no other than Jehovah who spake these 
words, ‘‘I will have mercy upon the house of Judah, and will 
save them by the Lord (Jehovah) their God, and will not save 
them by bow nor sword.” (Hos. i. 7.)+ Where not only he 
who is described as the original and principal cause, that is, 
the Father who gave his Son, but also he who is the immediate 
efficient of our salvation, and that in opposition to all other 
means or instrumental causes, is called Jehovah; who can 
be no other than our Jesus, because “there is no other name 


words of Origen: Olovra: tov derOdvra rov 
"tardsabadd nal pbacavra éqri rov 1a dety Aéyew, 
Sb 82 xguMrojévav pevornelwy viod zat waredg 
dexav yuuropavng sevrege “Iaw. Ibid. §. 31. 
In the printed copy indeed it is iadeiv, and 
in the Latin Jadin, but without sense: 
whereas dividing the words, the sense is 
manifest, and the reason of the former 
emendation apparent. Being then there 
were so many among the Greeks, which 


did in all ages express the Hebrew name, 
it can be no way probable that the LX X. 
should avoid it as inexpressible in their 
language. ! 

* As Midrasch Tillim on Psal. xxi. 
Echa Rabati Lam. i. 6. 

+ Where it is farther observable that 
the Chaldee paraphrase hath “s Ryn | 
for mya by the word of Jehovah, for Je- 
hovah. : 
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under heaven given unto men whereby we must be saved.” 
(Acts iv. 12.) As in another place he speaketh, “TI will 
strengthen them in the Lord (Jehovah), and they shall walk up 
and down in his name saith the Lord (Jehovah) ;” (Zech. x. 
12.) where he which strengtheneth is one, and he by whom he 
strengtheneth is another, clearly distinguished from him by the 
personal pronoun,and yet each of them is Jehovah, and “ Jeho- 
vah our God is one Jehovah.” (Deut. vi. 4.) Whatsoever ob- 
jections* may be framed against us, we know Christ is the 


_ * Two adversaries we have to the ex- 
position of this place, the Jew and the 
Socinian ; only with this difference, that 
we find the less opposition from the Jew, 
from whom, indeed, we have so ample a 
concession as will destroy the other’s 
contradiction. First, Socinus answers, 
the name belowgeth not to Christ, but 
unto Israel: and that it so appears by 
a parallel place in the same prophet, 
Jer. xxxili. 15, 16. | Socin. refut. Jac. 
Wieki, cap. 6. Catech. Racov. de Pers. 
Christi, c. 1. Crellius de Deo et Ativib. 1.1. 
c.11. To this we first oppose the con- 
stant interpretation of the Jews, who 
attribute the name Jehovah to the Mes- 
sias from this one particular text. As in 
the Sepher Ikkarim. |. ii. c. 8. 2INDA RAP 
ppiy wan cw The Scripture call- 
eth the name of the Messias ‘‘ Jehovah our 
righteousness.” Andin Misdrasch Tillim 
on Psal. xxi. nm yowa Munn MNS RNP 
Yow mo manda wx mr “aw mim ww 
TMT NIP? Wr aw TN na mw 72) 
ppiy God calleth the Messias by his own 
name, and his name is Jehovah ; as it is 
said (Exod. xv. 3.) “‘ The Lord is a man 
of war, Jehovah is hisname.” And it is 
written of the Messias, (Jer. xxili. 6.) 
«And this is the name which they shall 
call him, Jehovah our righteousness.” 
Thus Echa Rabati, Lam. i. 6. yw mp 
qwronw an "sw onw mit NR “Ox mw Sw 
pry Mr wap? What is the name of the 
Messias? R. Abba said, Jehovah is his 
name; asit is said (Jer. xxiii. 6.) “* And 
this is the name which they shall call 
him, Jehovah our righteousness.” The 
same he reports of Rabbi Levi. ‘The 
Rabbins then, though enemies to the 
truth which we deduce from thence, 
constrained by the literal importance of 
the text, did acknowledge that the name 
Jehovah did belong to the Messias, And 
as for the collection of the contrary from 
the parallel place pretended, there is not 
so. great a similitude as to enforce the 
same interpretation. For whereas in 
Jerem. xxiii. 6, it is expressly said, mn 
www this.is the name, in the xxxiii. 16. it 
is only m7 without. any mention of a 
name ; and surely that place cannot prove 


Jehovah to be the name of Israel, which 
speaks not one word of the name of Je- 
rusalem: for where we read in Crellius, 
‘hoe scilicet nomen est,’ all but hoc is not 
in Scripture, but the gloss of Crellius, and 
hoc itself cannot be warranted for the in- 
terpretation of m1 nor quo for swx; the 
simplest interpretation of those words 
75 Np’ IwWK mn being, iste qui vocabit eam, 
he which calleth Jerusalem, is the Lord 
our righteousness, that is, Christ. And 
thus the first answer of Socinus is in- 
valid : which he easily foreseeing, hath 
joined with the Jewish Rabbins in the 
second answer, admitting that ‘“‘ Jehovah 
our righteousness” is the name of the 
Messias, but withal denying that Christ 
is that Jehovah, To which purpose they 
assert these words, “ Jehovah our righte- 
ousness,” to be delivered by way of pro- 
position, not of apposition ; and this they 
endeavour to prove by such places of 
Scripture as seem to infer as much. As 
Moses built an altar, and called the name 
of it “Jehovah Nissi,” Exod. xvii. 15. 
Gideon built an altar unto the Lord, and 
called it ‘‘ Jehovah Shalom,” Judg. vi. 
24. And the name of the city in the last 
words of Ezekiel is ‘“‘ Jehovah Sham- 
mah.” In all which places it is most cer- 
tain, that the Jehovah is not predicated 
of that of whose name it is apart; but is 
the subject of a proposition, given by way 
of nomination, whose verb substantive or 
copula is understood. But from thence 
to conclude, that “the Lord our righte- 
ousness” can be no otherwise understood 
of Christ than as a proposition, and that 
we by calling him so, according to the 
prophet’s prediction, can understand no 
more thereby, than that God the Father 
of Christ doth justify us, is most irrational. 
For first, It is therefore necessary to in- 
terpret those names by way of a proposi- 
tion of themselves, because Jehovah can- 
not be the predicate of that which is 
named; it being most apparent, that an 
altar or a city built cannot be God : and 
whatsoever is not Jehovah without addi- 
tion, cannot be Jehovah with addition. 
But there is no incongruity in attributing. 
of that name to Christ, to whom we have 
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“ righteous branch raised unto David, the King that shall reigir 
and prosper, in whose days Judah shall be saved, and Israel 
shall dwell safely ;” (Jer. xxiii. 5, 6.) we are assured that “ this 
is his name whereby he shall be called, The Lord our righte- 
ousness :” (Ibid.) “ the Lord,” that is, Jehovah, the expression 
of his supremacy ; and the addition of “ our righteousness” can 
be no diminution to his majesty. If those words in the pro- 
phet, “ Sing and rejoice, O daughter of Sion; for lo, I come, 
and I will dwell in the midst of thee, saith the Lord (Jehovah),” 
(Zech. ii. 10.) did not sufficiently of themselves denote our 
Saviour who dwelt amongst us, as they certainly do; yet the 
words which follow would evince as much; ‘“ And many na- 
tions shall be joined to the Lord in that day, and shall be my 
people; and I will dwell in the midst of thee, and thou shalt 
know that the Lord of hosts hath sent me unto thee:” (Ibid. 11.) 
for what other Lord can we conceive dwelling in the midst of 
us, and sent unto us by the Lord of hosts, but Chrost? 

And as the original Jehovah was spoken of Christ by the 
holy prophets ; so the title of Lord, as the usual interpretation 
of that name, was attributed unto him by the apostles. In that 
signal prediction of the first age of the Gospel, God promised 
by Joel, that “‘ whosoever shall call on the name of the Lord 
(Jehovah) shall be delivered :” (Joel ii. 32.) and St. Paul hath 
assured us that Christ is that Lord, by proving from thence, 
that “‘ whosoever believeth on him shall not be ashamed ;” and 
inferring from that, ‘if we confess with our mouth the Lord 
Jesus, we shall be saved;” (Rom. x. 9.11.) For if it be a cer- 
tain truth, that whosoever “ confesseth the Lord Jesus shall be 


already proved it actually given: and our _ 
adversaries who teach that the name Je- 


truly belong to Christ, but in some man- 
ner properly and peculiarly so, as in that 


hovah is sometimes given to the angels 
representing God, must acknowledge that 
it may be given unto Christ, whom they 
confess to be above all angels, and far 
more fully and exactly to represent the 
Father. Secondly, That which is the 
addition in those names cannot be truly 
predicated of that thing which bears the 
name. Moses could not say that altar 
was his exaltation, nor Gideon that it 
was his peace. And if it could not so be 
predicated by itself, it could neither be 
by apposition, and, consequently, even in 
this respect, it was necessary to make 
the name a proposition. But our righte- 
ousness may undoubtedly be predicated 
of him, who is here called by the name of 
‘the Lord our righteousness :” for the 
apostle hath expressly taught us, that he 
‘‘is made unto us righteousness,” 1 Cor. 
i, 30. And if it may be in itself, there 
can be no repugnancy in its predication 
by way of apposition. Thirdly, That ad- 
dition of our righteousness doth not only 


notion it can belong to no other person 
called Jehovah, but to that Christ alone. 
For he alone “is the end of the law for 
righteousness to every one that believ- 
eth,” Rom. x. 4. And when he is said 
to be “made unto us righteousness,” 
1 Cor. i. 30. he is thereby distinguished 
from God the Father. Being then Christ 
is thus peculiarly called our righteousness 
in the Gospel, being the place of the pro- 
phet forementioned speaketh of this as a 
name to be used under the Gospel, being 
no other person called Jehovah is ever 
expressly called our righteousness in the 
Gospel ; it followeth, not only that Christ 
may be so called, but that the prophecy 
cannot otherwise be fulfilled, than by 
acknowledging that Christ is ‘‘ the Lord 
our righteousness :” and, consequently, 
that is his name, not by way of proposi- 
tion, but of apposition and appropriation:; 
so that being both Jehovah and our righte- 
ousness, he is as truly Jehovah as our 
righteousness. 
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saved ;” and the certainty of this truth depend upon that 
foundation, that ‘“‘whosoever believeth on him shall not be 
ashamed ;” and the certainty of that in relation to Christ depend 
‘upon that other promise, “ Whosoever shall call on the name 
of the Lord shall be saved :” (Ibid. 13.) then must the Lord in 
the thirteenth verse of the tenth chapter to the Romans be the 
same with the Lord Jesus in the ninth verse; or else St. Paul’s 
argument must be invalid and fallacious, as containing that in 
the conclusion which was not comprehended in the premises. 
But the Lord in the ninth verse is no other than Jehovah, as 
appeareth by the prophet Joel from whom that scripture is 
taken. Therefore our Saviour in the New Testament is called 
Lord, as that name or title is the interpretation of Jehovah. 

If we consider the office of John the Baptist peculiar unto 
him, we know it was “he of whom it is written (in the pro- 
phet Malachi, ii. 1.) I will send my messenger, and he shall 
prepare the way before me:” (Matt. xi. 10.) we are sure he 
which spake those words was (Jehovah) “ the Lord of hosts ;” 
and we are sure that Christ is that Lord before whose face 
John the Baptist prepared the way. ‘‘The voice of him that 
crieth in the wilderness, (saith Isaiah, xl. 3.) Prepare ye the 
way of the Lord (Jehovah ):” and “ this is he that was spoken 
of by the prophet Isaiah,” saith St. Matthew (a1. 3.) this is he 
of whom his father Zechariah did divinely presage, ‘‘Thou, 
child, shalt be called the Prophet of the Highest, for thou 
shalt go before the face of the Lord to prepare his way.” 
(Luke i. 76.) Where Christ is certainly the Lord, and the 
Lord undeniably Jehovah.* 


* T say therefore undeniably, because 
it is not only the undoubted translation 
of the name mm in the prophet (which 
of itself were sufficient) ; but also is de- 
livered in that manner which is (though 
unreasonably) required to signify the 
proper name of God, seorogsion ya mpd 
mporwmov Kupiov, not Tov Kuelov, that is, 
without, not with, an article. For now 
our Saviour’s Deity must be tried by a 
kind of school divinity, and the most fun- 
damental doctrine, maintained as such 
ever since the apostles’ times by the 
whole Catholic Church, must be examined, 
censured, and condemned, by 6, 4, 76. 
Socinus first makes use of this observa- 
tion against Wiekus ; and after him Crel- 
Iius hath laid it as a grave and serious 
foundation, and spread it out into its se- 
veral corners, to uphold the fabric of his 
superstructions. First: ‘ Vox Jehovah 
magis quam cetera Dei nomina proprio- 
rum naturam sequitur; ideo etiam Greca 
Kvesos, cum pro illa ponitur, propriorum 
indolem, qua licet, emulatur.’ Lib. de 
Deo, c. 14. Secondly: ‘ Propriis nomi- 
nibus articulus libentius subtrahitur, licet 


eum etiam spe concinnitatis potius quam 
necessitatis causa admittant. Idem fit 
in voce Kupios cum pro Jehovah ponitur.’ 
Ibid. Thirdly: ‘Hee est causa cur in 
Novo Testamento, maxime apud Lucam 
et Paulum, vox Kvgsos, cum Deum sum- 
mum designat, articulo libentius careat ; 
at cum de Christo subjective usurpatur, 
raro articulus omittitur.’ Ibid. What 
strange uncertainties are these, to build 
the denial of so important an article as 
Christ’s Divinity upon? He does not say 
absolutely Jehovah is the proper name of 
God, but only that it doth more follow 
the nature of proper names than the other 
names of God. And indeed it is certain 
that sometimes it hath the nature of an 
appellative, as Deut. vi. 4. w79R mn 
“mx mim “ the Lord our God is one Lord ;” 
and yet if it be not always and absolutely 
a proper name, though all the rest were 
granted to be true, the argument must be 
of no validity. Again, he cannot say an 
article is never affixed to a proper name, 
but only that libentius subtrahitur, it is 
rather omitted than affixed: which yet is 
far from a certain or a true rule, espe- 
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Nor is this the only notation of the name or title Lord taken 
in a sense divine, above the expression of all mere human 
power and dominion; for as it is often used as the interpreta- 
tion of the name Jehovah, so it is also for that of Adon or 


Adonai. 


“The Lord said unto my Lord,” saith David (Psal. 


cx. 1.) that is, in the original, Jehovah unto Adon; and that 


Adon is the Word,* that Lord is Christ. 


We know the Tem- 


ple at Jerusalem was the Temple of the most high God, and 
the Lord of that Temple in the emphasis of an Hebrew article 


cially in the language of the New Testa- 
ment. For no man can deny Jesus to be 
the proper name of Christ, given him ac- 
cording to the law at his circumcision, 
wat exrnOn +d dyoea avtov “Incods, Luke 
li. 21. and yet whosoever shall read the 
Gospel of St. Matthew, will find it ten 
times 6 “Incods with an article, for once 
"Incove without it. And in the Acts of the 
Apostles, written in a more Attic style, 
St. Paul is oftener styled ¢ Matac¢ than 
simply Tavacc. So Balaam, Gallio, &c. 
Some persons we find in the New Testa- 
ment, whom, if we should stay till we 
found them without an article, we should 
never call by their names at all; as 
Apelles, Balak, &c. Thirdly, o Kvgig is 
so often used for that God who is the 
Father with an article, and Kugsos for the 
Son without an article, (for the Father, 
Matt. i. 22. ii. 15. v. 33. xxii. 44. Mark 
xii, 36. Luke i. 6. 9. 15. 25. 46. ii. 15. 
29, 23. x. 2. Acts ii. 25.°34. i.°19, 
Xvii. 27. Rom. xv. 11. 1 Cor. x. 26. xvi. 
7. 2 Cor. v. 11. Eph. v. 17.19. Col. iii. 
16. 20. 23. 2 Thess. iii. 3. 2 Tim. i. 16. 
Heb. viii. 2. 11. xii. 14. Jam. iv. 10. 15. 
1 Pet. ii. 3. For the Son, Matt. iii. 3. 
xxii. 43. 45, Mark i. 3. Luke i. 76. ii. 11. 
lil. 4, xx. 44. John i. 23. Acts ii. 36. 
x. 36. 1. 16. 91. xv. 11. Rom.1. 7. x. 9. 
12. xiv. 6. 8. 14. xvi. 2. 8.441—13. 22. 
A, Corsi. S.tivent 7 evil 22. 25.059 aix, 18 
EX le Xs 1 XII SS TV TUX VE Gs 
BVi1O. st On COL, alts 112s 1V. Os Xe 
17. xi. 17. xii. 1. Gal. i. 3. v. 10. Eph. i. 
Peas Divi eels teva Ou Vie tidy Os 
21.23. Phil.i. 2. 14... ii..14. 19, 94,29, 
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18. 24. iv. 7. 17. 1 Thess. i. 1. iii. 8. 
Ty, let? v. 2,140.09 Thess.i,,1, 2. 
li. 13. iii. 4. 1 Tim. i. 1. 2 Tim. ii. 24, 
Tit. i. 4. Philem. 3. 16. 20. Jam. i. 1. 
2 Pet. iii. 8. 10. 2 John 3. Jude 14. 
Rey. xiv. 13, xix. 16.) I say, they are 
thus so often used, that though they equal 
not the number of their contrary accep- 
tations, yet they come so near, as to yield 
no ground for any such observation, as 
if the Holy Ghost intended any such ar- 
ticle-distinction. . Nay, it is most evident 
that the sacred penmen intended no such 


distinction, because in the same place 
speaking of the same person, they usually 
observe the indifferency of adding or 
omitting the article. As Jam. v. 11. Tay 
imrop.oviv "Iw nuovcate, xat +d TEAoG Kuplou 
eldete, ST modvomAayyx vg Eoriy 6 Kupiog wat 
oixtienav. 2 Tim. 1.18. Awn avra 6 Ku- 
elog edeeiy ZAgog mapa Kugiou év exeivn TH npetoa. 
1 Cor. vii. 17. “Exacroy wo xéxAnnev 6 Kd- 
plo, olrw wegmrareirw. ver. 22. ‘O yae ty 
Kugel warnbelo dovrog, dmrerevOepog Kuelou eort. 
See Rom. xiv. 6—8. Wherefore being 
Jehovah is not affirmed absolutely to be a 
proper name; being if it were, yet it ap- 
pears that it is not the custom of the New 
Testament to use every proper name of- 
tener without an article than with one ; 
being 6 Kupiog is so often taken for him 
whom they acknowledge God, and Kugtos 
for him whom they cannot deny to be the 
Christ : it followeth that Christ, acknow- 
ledged to be the Lord, cannot by any 
virtue of an article be denied to be the 
true Jehovah. We must not then think to 
decide this controversy by the articles, of 
which the sacred penmen were not cu- 
rious, and the transcribers have been very 
careless: nor is there so great uncertainty 
of the ancient MSS. in any thing asin the 
words and articles of Kvgiog and @s0¢. 
The Vulgar edition, Rev. i. 8. hath argvyes 
6 Kupio¢ only, the Complutensis Aéye: Kdgiog 
6 @e0¢, Plantine, Aéyes 6 Kugsog 6 @eds, against 
the Socinian rule, who will have an ac- 
cession by 6 to Ged, and a diminution by 
6 from Kugiog. As Rev. iv. 11. "Agtog ef, 
xvpie, AaKety iv May" in other MSS. “Agog 
gf, 6 Kupsog Hal 6 @edg huay 6 &yt0g, AaBety 
tiv Sofay. 1 Cor. xi. 27. 1d worhpiov Tov Ku- 
elou dvagiwg: others with an addition, +d 
Wornpoy Tov Kugiau avating rod Kugiov. 1 Cor. 
xiv. 37. the Vulgar edition, or: rod Kuetou 
sicly éyrorat, the Complutensis, é7 Kupiov. 
So where we usually read Xgiorde, divers 
ancient MSS. have Kugiwg. Lastly, it is 
observable that even in these words of 
the Creed, which we now expound, Kugiog 
is spoken expressly of Christ without an 
article, for so we read it: Kai éi¢ “Incovy 
Xeioriv, Tov vidy abtod Tov eovoyert, Kupioy 
nfAaiv. 


* Chaldee paraphrase. 
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was Christ, as appeareth by that prophet, “The Lord* whom 
ye seek shall suddenly come to his temple, even the messenger 
of the covenant, whom ye delight in.” (Mal. iii. 1.) | 

Now this notation, as it is the interpretation of Adon, sig- 

nifieth immediately and properly dominion implying a right of . 
possession, and power of disposing. Which doth not only 
agree with that other notion of Jehovah, but presupposes it, 
as following and flowing from it. For he who alone hatha 
being or existence of himself, and thereby is the fountain of 
all things beside himself, must be acknowledged to have full 
power and dominion over all: because every thing must ne- 
cessarily belong to him from whom it hath received what it is. 
Wherefore being Christ is the Lord, as that title is taken for 
Jehovah, the name of God, expressing the necessary existence 
and independence of his single being, and consequently the 
dependency of all others upon him; it followeth, that he be 
acknowledged also the Lord, as that name expresseth Adon, 
signifying power authoritative and proper dominion. Thus 
having explained the notation of the word Lord, which we 
propounded as the first part of our exposition; we come next 
to the second, which is, to declare the nature of this dominion, 
and to shew how and in what respect Christ is the Lord. 
- Now for the full and exact understanding of the dominion 
seated or invested in Christ as the Lord, it will be necessary 
to distinguish it according to that diversity which the Scrip- 
tures represent unto us. As therefore we have observed two 
natures united in his person, so must we ‘also consider two 
kinds of dominion belonging respectively to those natures ; 
one inherent in his Divinity, the other bestowed upon his hu- 
manity; one, as he is the Lord the Maker of all things, the 
other as he is made Lord of all things. 

For the first, we are assured that ‘‘ the Word was God,” 
(John i. 1.) that by the same Word “all things were made, and 
without him was not any thing made that was made ;” (Ibid. 3.) 
we must acknowledge that whosoever is the Creator of all 
things must have a direct dominion over all, as belonging to 
the possession of the Creator, who made all things. Therefore 
the Word, that is, Christ as God, hath the supreme and uni- 
versal dominion of the World. Which was well expressed by 
that famous confession of no longer doubting, but believing 
Thomas, ‘‘ my Lord and my God.” (John xx. 28.) 

For the second, it is also certain that there was some kind 
of lordship given or bestowed on Christ, whose very unction 
proves no less than an imparted dominion; as St. Peter tells 
us, that he was “made both Lord and Christ.” (Acts ii. 36.) 
What David spake of man (Psal. viii. 5, 6.) the Apostle hath 
applied peculiarly unto him, “ Thou crownedst him with glory 
and honour, and didst set him over the works of thy hands : 
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Thou hast put all things in subjection under his feet.” (Heb. 
Tie? ‘8. Papo | 
| ae? dominion thus imparted, given, derived, or bestowed, 
cannot be that which belongeth unto God as God, founded in 
the divine nature, because whatsoever is such is absolute and 
independent. Wherefore, this lordship thus imparted or ac- 
quired appertaineth to the human nature, and belongeth to 
our Saviour as the Son of man. The right of judrcature is 
part of this power; and Christ himself hath told us, that the 
Father “hath given him authority to execute judgment, ‘be- 
cause he is the Son of man;” (Jobn v. 27.) and by virtue of 
this delegated authority, the “Son of man shall come in the 
glory of his Father with his angels, and reward every man 
accordine to his works.” (Matt. xvi. 27.) Part of the same 
dominion is the power of forgiving sins ; as pardoning, no less 
than punishing, is a branch of the supreme magistracy : and 
Christ did therefore say to the sick of the palsy, “Thy sins be 
forgiven thee, that we might know that the Son of man had 
power on earth to forgive sins.” (Matt. ix. 2. 6.) Another branch 
of that power is the alteration of the Law, there being the same 
authority required to abrogate or alter, which is to make a 
law: and Christ asserted himself to be ‘‘ greater than the Tem- 
ple,” shewing that the “Son of man was Lord even of the 

sabbath-day.” (Matt. x11. 6. 8.) 

This dominion thus given unto Christ in his human nature 
was a direct and plenary power over all things, but was not 
actually given him at once, but part while he lived on earth, 
part after his death and resurrection. For though it be true 
that “Jesus knew,” before his death; ‘that the Father had 
given all things into his hands :” (John xii. 3.) yet it is ob- 
servable that in the same place it is written, that he likewise 
knew “that he was come from God, and went to God :” and 
part of that power he received when he came from God, with 
part he was invested when he went to God; the first to enable 
him, the second, not only so, but also to reward him. ‘‘ For 
to this end Christ both died, rose, and revived, that he might 
be Lord both of the dead and living.” (Rom. xiv. 9.) After 
his resurrection he said to his disciples, ‘“ All power is given 
unto me in heaven and in earth.” (Matt. xxvii. 18.) “He 
drank of the brook in the way, therefore he hath lift up 
his head.” (Psal. cx. 7.) Because “he humbled himself, and 
became obedient unto death, even the death of the cross: 
therefore God hath also highly exalted him, and given him a 
name which is above every name; that at the name of Jesus 
every knee should bow, of things in heaven, and things in earth, 
and things under the earth; and that every tongue should con- 
fess that Jesus Christ is Lord, to the glory of God the Father.” 
(Phil. ii. 8—11.) Thus for and after his death he was instated 
in a full power and dominion over all things, even as the Son 
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of man, but exalted by the Father, “‘ who raised him from the 
dead, and set him at his right hand in the heavenly places, 
far above all principality and power, and might and dominion, 
and every name that is named, not only in this world, but 
also in that which is to come; and hath put all things under 
his feet, and gave him to be head over all things to the Church.” 
(Eph. 1. 20—22.) 

Now as all the power given unto Christ as man had not the 
same beginning in respect of the use or possession; so neither, 
when begun, shall it all have the same duration. For part of 
it being merely economical, aiming at a certain end, shall then 
cease and determinate, when that end for which it was given 
shall be accomplished: part, being either due upon the union 
of the human nature with the divine, or upon covenant, as a 
reward for the sufferings endured in that nature, must be coeval 
with that union and that nature which so suffered, and con- 
sequently must be eternal. 

Of the first part of this dominion did David speak, when by 
the spirit of prophecy he called his Son his Lord; ‘‘ The Lord 
said unto my Lord, Sit thou at my right hand until I make 
thine enemies thy footstool ;” (Psal. cx. 1.) where the continu- 
ation of Christ’s dominion over his enemies is promised to be 
prolonged until their final and total subjection. ‘‘ For he must 
reign till he hath put all things under his feet.” (1 Cor. xv. 25.) 
And as we are sure of the continuation of that kingdom till 
that time, so are we assured of the resignation at that time. 
For *‘ when he shall have put down all rule, and all authority 
and power, then shall he deliver up the kingdom to God, even 
the Father.” (1 Cor. xv. 24.) “ And when all things shall be 
subdued unto him, then shall the Son also himself be subject 
unto him that put all things under him, that God may be all in 
all.” (Ibid. 28.) Thus he which was appointed to “rule in the 
midst of his enemies” (Psal.-cx. 2.) during their rebellion, shall 
resign up his commission after their subjection. 

But we must not look upon Christ only in the nature of a 
general, who hath received a commission, or of an ambassador, 
with perfect instructions, but of the only Son of God, em- 
powered and employed to destroy the enemies of his Father’s 
kingdom: and though thus empowered and commissioned, 
though resigning that authority which hath already had its 
perfect work, yet still the only Son and heir of all things in his 
Father’s house, never to relinquish his dominion over those 
whom he hath purchased with his own blood, never to be de- 
prived of that reward which was assigned him for his suffer- 
ings: for if the prize which we expect. in the race of our im- 
perfect obedience be an immarcessible crown, if the weight of 
glory which we look for from him be eternal ; then cannot his 
perfect and absolute obedience be crowned with a fading 
power, or he cease ruling over us, who hath always reigned in 
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us. We shall for ever reign with him, and he will make us 
priests and kings; but so that he continue still for ever High- 
priest and King of kings. . 

The certainty of this eternal dominion of Christ, as man, we 
may well ground upon the promise made to David, because by 
reason of that promise Christ himself is called David. For so 
God speaketh concerning his people; ‘I will set up one 
shepherd over them, and he shall feed them, even my servant 
David; he shall feed them, and he shall be their shepherd. 
And I the Lord will be their God, and my servant David a 
prince among them. I the Lord have spoken it.” (Ezek. 
Xxxiv. 23, 24.) Now the promise was thus made expressly to 
David, “Thy house and thy kingdom shall be established for 
ever before thee, thy throne shall be established for ever.” 
(2 Sam. vii. 16.) And although that term for ever* in the 
Hebrew language may signify oft-times no more than a certain 
duration so long as the nature of the thing is durable, or at the 
utmost but to the end of all things; and so the economical 
dominion or kingdom of Christ may be thought sufficiently to 
fulfil their promise, because it shall certainly continue so long 
as the nature of that economy requireth, till all things be per- 
formed for which Christ was sent, and that continuation will 
infallibly extend unto the end of all things: yet sometimes 
also the same term for ever signifieth that absolute eternity of 
future duration which shall have no end at all; and’tkat it is 
so far to be extended particularly in that promise made to 
David, and to be fulfilled in his Son, is as certain as the pro- 
mise. For the angel Gabriel did give that clear exposition to 
the blessed Virgin, when in this manner he foretold the glory 
of him who was then to be conceived in her womb; ‘ The Lord 
God shall give unto him the throne of his father David: and 
he shall reign over the house of Jacob for ever, and of his 
kingdom there shall be no end.” (Luke i.32,33.) Nor is this 
clearer in Gabriel’s explication of the promise, than in Daniel’s 
prevision of the performance, who “ saw in the night visions, 
and behold, one like the Son of man came with the clouds of 
heaven; and came to the Ancient of days, and they brought 
him near before him. And there was given him dominion and 
glory, and a kingdom, that all people and languages should 
serve him: his dominion is an everlasting dominion, which 
shall not pass away, and his kingdom that which shall not be 
destroyed.” (Dan. vii. 13, 14.) , 

Thus Christ is Lord both by a natural and independent do- 
minion: as God the creator, and consequently the owner of 
the works of his hands: and by a derived, imparted, and de- 
pendent right, as man, sent, anointed, raised and exalted, and 
so made Lord and Christ: which authority so given and be- 
stowed upon him is partly economical, and therefore to be/ 
| * oby wy 
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resigned into the hands of the Father, when all those ends for 
which it was imparted are accomplished: partly so proper to 
the union, or due unto the passion, of the human nature, that 
it must be coeval with it, that is, of eternal duration. 

The third part of our explication is, the due consideration of 
the object of Christ’s dominion, inquiring whose Lord he is, 
and how ours. ‘To which purpose first observe the latitude, 
extent, or rather universality of his power, under which all 
things are comprehended, as subjected to it. For “he is 
Lord of all,” (Acts x. 36.) saith St. Peter, of all things, and 
of all persons; and he must be so, who made all things as God, 
and to whom all power is given as man. To him then all 
things are subjected whose subjection employeth not a contra- 
diction. ‘ For he hath put all things under his feet: but when 
he saith all things are put under him, it is manifest that he is 
excepted which did put all things under him.” (1 Cor. xv. 27.) 
God only then excepted, whose original dominion is repugnant 
to the least subjection, all things are subject unto Christ; 
whether they be things in heaven, or things on earth. In 
heaven he is far above all principalities and powers, and ‘ all 
the angels of God worship him;” (Heb. i. 6.) on earth all 
nations are his inheritance, ‘‘and the uttermost parts of the 
earth are his possession.” (Psal.ii.8.) Thus Christ is cer- 
tainly eur Lord, because he is the Lord of all; and when all 
things wére subjected to him, we were not excepted. — 

But in the midst of this universality of Christ’s regal autho- 
rity it will be farther necessary to find some propriety of do- 
minion, by which he may be said to be peculiarly our Lord. 
It is true, he made us, and not we ourselves, we are the work 
of his hands; but the lowest of his creatures can speak as 
much. We are still preserved by his power, and as he made 
us, so doth he maintain us; but at the same time he feedeth 
the ravens and clotheth the lilies of the field. Wherefore be- 
side his original right of creation, and his continued right of 
preservation, we shall find a more peculiar right of redemption, 
belonging properly to the sons of men. And inthis redemption, 
though a single word, we shall find a double* title to a most 
just dominion, one of conquest, another of purchase. 


* For the right understanding of this 
double title involved in the word redemp- 
tion, it will be necessary to take notice of 
the ways by which human dominion is 
acquired, and servitude introduced. ‘Servi 
aut nascuntur, aut fiunt,’ saith the Ci- 
vilian, Inst. 1. i. tit. 3. but in Theology 
we say more, ‘Servi et nascuntur, et 
fiunt.?. Man is born the servant of God 
his maker, man is made the servant of 
his Redeemer. Two ways in general 
they observed by which they came to 
serve, who were not born slaves. ‘ Fiunt 


aut jure gentium, id est, captivitate; aut 
jure civili, cum liber homo major viginti 
annis ad pretium participandum sese ve- 
nundari passus est.’ T'wo ways then also 
there were by which dominion over those 
servants was acquired, by conquest or by 
purchase, and both these were always ac- 
counted just. Dionysius Halicarnasseus, 
an excellent historian, a curious observer 
of the Roman customs, and an exact 
judge of their actions, being a Grecian, 
justifieth the right which the masters in 
Rome claimed over their servants upon 
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We were first servants of the enemy of God; for him we 
obeyed, “and his servants we are to whom we obey: when 
Christ through death destroyed him that had the power of 
death, that is, the devil, and delivered us; he spoiled princi- 
palities and powers, and made a show of them openly, triumph- 
ing over them.” (Rom. vi. 16. Heb. ii. 14. Col. 11.15.) But 
contrary to the custom of triumphing conquerors, he did not 
sell, but buy us; because while he saved us, he died for us, 
and that death was the price by which he purchased us; even 
so this dying victor gave us life: upon the cross, as his tri- 
umphant chariot, he shed that precious blood which bought us, 
and thereby became our Lord by right of redemption, both as 
to conquest and to purchase. 

Beside, he hath not only bought us, but provided for us; 
whatever we have, we receive from him as the master of the 
family; we hold of him all temporal and eternal blessings, 
which we enjoy in this, or hope for in another life. He is the 
“Prince of life,” (Acts i. 15.) and “‘ by him we live;” (John 
vi. 57.) he is ‘the Lord of glory,” (1 Cor. i. 8.) and we are 
“called by his Gospel to the obtaining of the glory of our 
Lord.” (2 Thess. 1. 14.) Wherefore he hath us under his 
dominion; and becomes our Lord by right of promotion. 

Lastly, men were not anciently sold always by others, but 
sometimes by themselves; and whosoever of us truly believe 
in Christ, have given up our names unto him. In our bap- 
tismal vow we bind ourselves unto his service, “ that henceforth 
we will not serve sin; but yield ourselves unto God, as those 
that are alive from the dead, and our members as instruments 
of righteousness unto God: that, as we have yielded our mem- 
bers servants to uncleanness, and to iniquity unto iniquity ; 
even so we should yield our members servants to righteousness 
unto holiness.” (Rom. vi. 6. 13.19.) And thus the same domi- 
nion is acknowledged by compact, and confirmed by covenant; 
and so Christ becomes our Lord by right of obligation. 

The necessity of believing and professing our faith in this 


5 
part of the Article appeareth, first, in the discovery of our con- 
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p- 227. ed. Sylburg. Where it is also 
farther to be observed, that the same per- 
sons were made slaves by conquest, and 
possessed by purchase; by conquest to 
the city of Rome, by purchase to the 
Roman citizen. The general first took 
and saved them, and so made them his, 


that is, reduced them to the will and 
power of the state from which he received 
his commission, and in whose name and 
for whose interest he fought. This state 
exposed their interest to sale, and so what- 
ever right had been gained by the con- 
quering sword, was devolved on the 
Roman citizen for a certain sum of money 
paid to the state to defray the charges of 
that war. Thus every lord or master of a 
slave so taken had full power overhim, and 
possession of him, by right of purchase, 
unto which he was first made liable by con- 
quest. And though not exactly in that man- 
ner, yet by that double right, is Christ 
become our Lord, and we his servants, 
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dition; for by this we know that we are not our own, neither 
our persons nor our actions. ‘Know ye not (saith St. Paul, 
1 Cor. vi. 19, 20.) that ye are not your own? for yeare bought 
with a price.” And ancient servitude, to which the Scriptures 
relate, put the servants wholly in the possession* of their mas- 
ter; so that their persons were as properly his as the rest of his 
goods. And if we be so in respect of Christ, then may we not 
live to ourselves but to him; for inthis the difference of service 
and freedom doth properly consist :+ we cannot do our own 
wills,t but the will of him whose we are.. Christ took upon him 
the form of a servant: and to give us a proper and perfect ex- 
ample of that condition, he telleth us, “I came down from 
heaven, not to do mine own will, but the will of him that sent 
me.” (John vi. 38.) First, therefore, we must conclude with the 
apostle, reflecting upon Christ’s dominion and our obligation, 
that “none of us liveth to himself, and no man dieth to him- 
self. For whether we live, we live unto the Lord ; or whether 
we die, we die unto the Lord: whether we live therefore, or 
die, we are the Lord’s.” (Rom. xiv. 7, 8.) 

Secondly, The same is necessary both to enforce, and invite 
us to obedience ; to enforce us, as he is the Lord, to invite us, 
as Christ the Lord. If we acknowledge ourselves to be his ser- 
vants, we must “‘ bring into captivity every thought to the obe- 
dience of Christ.” (2 Cor. x. 5.) He which therefore died, and 
rose, and revived, that he might become the Lord both of the 
dead and living, maketh not that death and resurrection effica- 
cious to any but such as by their service acknowledge that do- 
minion which he purchased. He, “ though he were a Son, yet 
learned obedience by the things which he suffered ; and being 
made perfect, he is become the author of eternal salvation unto 
all them that obey him.” (Heb. v. 8,9.) Thus the considera- 
tion of the power invested in him, and the necessity of the ser- 
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c. 9. And again more expressly: Tis ey 
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adrov SY éorly dvYewsros, 0g avaTiua 7, dvOew- 
grog ov. Pol.j.i.c. 4. Sothat the definition 
of a servant according to Aristotle is, He, 
who being a man, is notwithstanding the 
possession of a man. And although all 
relatives be predicated of each other in 
obliquo, as pater est filii pater, et filius 
patris filius, dominus est servi dominus, et 
servus domini servus; yet he observes a 
difference in this, that a servant is not 
only servus domini, but simply domini ; 
but the master is not simply servi, but 


Secmrsrng provov, Exelvov Se ovn Eorive 6 9é SovACG 
ov provoy Secmrsrou SovAbg ory, GAAS Hal dAwS 
exeivov. Ibid. The servant then is so wholly 
in the possession and for the use of his 
master, that he is nothing else but a liv- 
ing tool or instrument ; insomuch, (says 
he, ibid.) that if all tools were like those 
of Dedalus, or the tripods of Vulcan, 
which the poets feigned to move of them- 
selves, artificers would need no under- 
workmen, nor masters servants. 

t So Aristotle Ethic. Nic. 1. iv. c. 8. 
TIpdg c&Adov Cnv Sovrrxdve and in the first of 
his Rhetorics on the contrary: éAevSégow 
TO (Ar mesg &drov Cry. c. 9. med. 

$ To Cnv awe Covrsrai rig, tig éevSeglac 
Eeyov, elarte Tov Sovdcu evr0g, Td Cav pei cog 
Bovaeras. Aristot. Polit. 1. vi. c. 2. ‘ Quid 
est libertas? potestas vivendi ut velis.’ 
Cic. Parad, 5. + 
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vice due unto him, should force us to obedience; while the 
consideration of him whom we are thus obliged to serve should 
allure and invite us. When God gave the Law with fire and 
thunder, the affrighted Israelites desired to receive it from 
Moses, and upon that receipt promised obedience. ‘ Go thou 
near (said they to him), and hear all that the Lord our God shall 
say; and speak thou unto us, and we will hear it and do it.” 
(Deut. v. 27.) If they interpret it so great a favour to receive 
the Law by the hands of Moses; if they made so ready and 
cheerful a promise of exact obedience unto the Law so given ; 
how should we be invited to the same promise, and a better 
performance, who have received the whole will of God revealed 
to us by the Son of man, who are to give an account of our 
performance to the same man set down at the right hand of the 
Father? He first took our nature to become our brother, that 
with so near a relation he might be made our Lord. If then 
the patriarchs did cheerfully live in the land of Goshen, subject 
to the power and command of Egypt, because that power was 
in the hand of Joseph their exalted brother; shall not we with 
all readiness of mind submit ourselves to the divine dominion 
now given to him who gave himself for us? Shall all the angels 
worship him, and all the archangels bow down before him, and 
shall not we be proud to join with them ? 

Thirdly, The belief of Christ’s dominion is necessary for the 
regulation of all power, authority, and dominion on earth, both 
in respect of those which rule, and in relation to those that 
obey. From hence the most absolute monarchs learn, that the 
people which they rule are not their own but the subjects of a 
greater prince, by him committed to their charge. Upon this 
St. Paul doth ground his admonition to masters, ‘‘ Give unto 
your servants that which is just and equal, knowing that ye 
also have a master in heaven.” (Col. iv. 1.) God gave a power 
to the Israelites to make hired servants of their brethren, but 
not slaves; and gives this reason of the interdiction, “ For they 
are my servants which I brought forth out of the land of Egypt; 
they shall not be sold as bondmen.” (Lev. xxv. 42.) What 
tenderness then shculd be used towards those who are the ser- 
vants of that Lord who redeemed them from a greater bondage, 
who bought them with a higher price? From hence those which 
are subject learn to obey the powers which are of human ordi- 
nation, because in them they obey the Lord ofall. Subjects 
bear the same proportion, and stand in the same relation to 
their governors, with servants to their masters: and St. Paul 
hath given them this charge, “ Obey in all things your masters 
according to the flesh; and whatsoever you do, do it heartily, 
as to the Lord and not unto men; knowing that of the Lord ye 
shall receive the reward of the inheritance: for ye serve the 
Lord Christ.” (Col. iii. 22—24.) Neither do .we learn from 
hence only whom, but also how, to obey. For while we look 
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upon one Lord in heaven, while we consider him as the “ Lord 
of lords,” we regulate our obedience to them by our service due 
to him, and so are always ready to obey, but an the Lord. 

Lastly, This title of our Saviour is of necessary belief for our 
comfort and encouragement. For being Lord of all, he is able 
to dispose of all things for the benefit of those which serve him. 
He who commanded the unconstant winds and stilled the rag- 
ing seas, he who multiplied the loaves and fishes, and created 
wine with the word of his mouth, hath ail creatures now under 
exact obedience, and therefore none can want whom he under- 
taketh to provide for. ‘‘ For the same Lord over all is rich unto 
all that call upon him.” (Rom. x. 12.) Many are the ene- 
mies of those persons who dedicate themselves unto his ser- 
vice; but our enemies are his, and part of his dominion is there- 
fore given him, and to continue in him until all his enemies be 
made his footstool. Great is the power of the lusts of our flesh, 
which war in our members; but his grace is sufficient for us, 
and the power of that spirit by which he ruleth in us. Heavy 
are the afflictions which we are called to undergo for his sake: 
but if we suffer with him, we shall reign together with him: 
and blessed be that dominion which makes us al] kings, that he 
may be for ever Lord of lords, and King of kings. 

After this explication, every Christian may perceive what he 
is to believe in this part of the Article, and express himself how 
he would be understood when he maketh this profession of his 
faith, I believe in Christ our Lord. For thereby we may and 
ought to intend this much: I do assent unto this as a certain 
and infallible truth, taught me by God himself, that Jesus Christ, 
the only Son of God, is the true Jehovah, who hath that being 
which is originally and eternally of itself, and on which all other 
beings do essentially depend: that by the right of emanation 
of all things from him, he hath an absolute, supreme, and uni- 
versal dominion over all things as God: that as the Son of man 
he is invested with all power in heaven and earth; partly eco- 
nomical, for the completing our redemption, and the destruc- 
tion of our enemies, to continue to the end of all things, and 
then to be resigned to the Father; partly consequent unto the 
union, or due unto the obedience of his passion, and so eternal, 
as belonging to that kingdom which shall have no end. And 
though he be thus Lord of all things by right of the first crea- 
tion and constant preservation of them, yet is he more pecu- 
liarly the Lord of us who by faith are consecrated to his service : 
for through the work of our redemption he becomes our Lord 
both by the right of conquest and of purchase ; and making us 
the sons of God, and providing heavenly mansions for us, he 
acquires a farther right of promotion, which, considering the 
covenant we all make to serve him, is at last completed in the 
right of a voluntary obligation. And thus I believe in Curist 
our Lorp. 
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Which was conceived by the Holy Ghost, 
born of the Virgin Mary. 


THESE words, as they now stand, clearly distinguish the con- 
ception of Jesus from his nativity, attributing the first to the 
Holy Ghost, the second to the blessed Virgin; whereas the 
ancient Creeds made no such distinction ; but without any par- 
ticular express mention of the conception, had it only in this 
manner, who was born by the Holy Ghost of the Virgin Mary ; or 
of the Holy Ghost and the Virgin Mary ;* understanding by the 
word born, not only the nativity, but also the conception and 
generation. ‘This is very necessary to be observed, because 
otherwise the addition of a word will prove the diminution of the 
sense of the Article. For they who speak only of the operation 
of the Holy Ghost in Christ’s conception, and of the manner of 
his birth, leave out most part of that which was anciently un- 
derstood under that one term of being born of the Holy Ghost 
and of the Virgin Mary 

That therefore nothing may be omitted which is pertinent 
to express the full extent, and comprehend the utmost signifi- 
cation of this Article, we shall consider three persons men- 
tioned, so far as they are concerned init. The first is he who 
was conceived and born; the second, he by whose energy or 
operation he was conceived ; the third, she who did conceive 
and bear him. 


* «Deum Judzi sic predicant solum, and Alcwinus |. iii. de Trinitat. c. 1. ¢ Di- 


ut negent filium ejus; negent simul cum 
eo unum esse, qui natus est de Spiritu 
Sancto ex Maria Virgine.’ Novatianus. 
* Qui natus est de Spiritu Sancto ex Ma- 
ria Virgine.’ Ruffinus in Symbolum, §.12. 
‘Natus de Spiritu S. et Maria Virgine.’ 
S. August. Ench. ad Laurent. c. 34. 37. 
et 38. As also the Council of Francford 
in Sacrosyllabo. ‘ Natus est per Spiritam 
S. ex Virgine Maria.’ S. August. de Fide 
et Symb. c. iv. §. 8 ‘Nonne de Spiritu 
S. et Virgine Maria Dei filius unicus 
natus est? Idem, de Predest. Sanct. c. 
15. Et paulo post: ‘ Quia natus est de 
Spiritu S. ex Maria Virgine.’ ‘ Qui natus 
est de Spiritu S. ex Maria Virgine.’ S. 
Leo Epist. x. c. 2. Maximus Tawrin. 
Chrysol. Etherius Uxam. Auctor Symbol. 
ad Catechum. So also Venantius Fortu- 
natus. From whence Fulgentius de Fide 
ad Petrum Diaconum: ‘ Natum de Spi- 
ritu S. ex Maria Virgine, in Symbolo ac- 
ceptum, et corde ad justitiam credit, et 
ore ad salutem S. Ecclesia confitetur. 
item predicandum est quomodo Filius 
Dei incarnatus est de Spiritu 8. ex Maria 
semper-Virgine.’ c. 2. Capitul. Caroli 82. 


citur in Symbolo Catholice fidei, quod 
Christus de Spiritu 8. et ex Maria Vir- 
gine sit natus.’ In the ancient MS. tran- 
scribed by the learned Archbishop of Ar- 
magh: Tov yewndevre & mveipxtog aylov 
zal Magiag tig waeSévev. So Paulus Sa- 
mosatenus in his fifth proposition : “Incote 
6 yewndels Ex wevpuaros ayiou ual Magiag Ths 
maeSévov. These, omitted in the Nicene 
Creed, were put in by the Council of 
Constantinople, upon the occasion of 
the Apollinarian heresy, as was observed 
by Diogenes bishop of Cyzicum in the 
Council of Chalcedon: Of yae ayio ra- 
wipes of eta Tata, +0 ecaguwOn, Oo etoroy of 
eyiot By Nixale warépes, ecadnvicay eladvres, 
Ex TVEUpLATCS aylou xab Maglag Tig Waedevou. 
In the several expositions among the ser- 
mons de Tempore, falsely attributed to 
St. Augustin: ‘Qui conceptus est de 
Spiritu S. natus ex Virgine Maria.’ So 
Eusebius Gallicanus, Homil. ii. de Sym- 
bolo, p. 554. And from thence it hath so 
continued, as we now read it, Which was 
conceived by the Holy Ghost, born of the 
Virgin Mary. 
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For the first, the relative in the front of this carries us clearly 
back unto the former Article, and tells us that he which was 
thus conceived and born was Jesus Christ, the only Son of God. 
And being we have already demonstrated that this only Son 
is therefore called so, because he was begotten by the Father 
from all eternity, and so of the same substance with him; it 
followeth that this Article at the first beginning, or by virtue 
of its connexion, can import no less than this most certain, but 
miraculous, truth, that he* which was begotten by the Father 
before all worlds, was now in the fulness of time conceived by 
the Holy Ghost, and born of the Virgin Mary. Again, being by 
the conception and birth is to be understood whatsoever was 
done towards the production of the human nature of our Sa- 
viour; therefore the same relative, considered with the words 
which follow it, can speak no less than the incarnation of that 
person. And thus even in the entry of the Article we meet 
with the incarnation of the Son of God, that great mystery 
wrapt up in that short sentence of St. John, ‘‘the Word was 
made flesh.” (i. 14.) 

Indeed the pronoun hath relation not only unto this, but to 
the following Articles, which have their necessary connexion 
with and foundation in this third ; for he who was concezved and 
born, and so made man, did in that human nature suffer, die, 
and rise again. Now when we say this was the Word, and that 
Word was God, being whosoever is God cannot cease to be 
so; it must necessarily follow, that he was made man by join- 
ing the human nature with the divine. But then we must take 
heed lest we conceive, because the divine nature belongeth to . 
the Father, to which the human is conjoined, that therefore the 
Father should be incarnate, or conceived and born. For as cer- 
tainly as the Son was crucified, and the Son alone; so cer- 
tainly the same Son was incarnate, and that Son alone. Al- 
though the human nature was conjoined with the Divinity, 
which is the nature common to the Father and the Son; yet 
was that union made only in the person of the Son. Which 
doctrine is to be observed against the heresy of the Patripas- 
sians,} which was both very ancient and far diffused, making 


* «Huic, quem dudum de Patre natum 
ineffabiliter didicisti, nunc a Spiritu S. 
templum fabricatum intra secreta uteri 
Virginalis intellige.’ Ruff. in Symb. §. 12. 

+ The heresy of the Patripassians seems 
only to have relation to the suffering of 
our Saviour, because the word signifies 
no more than the passion of the Father. 
But it is founded in an error concerning 
the incarnation, it being out of question 
that he which was made man did suffer. 
Epiphanius observes, Noetus was the first 
which taught this heresy, who lived one 
hundred and thirty years before him, more 
or less, and when he was questioned for 


it, he denied it: 3a 7d pandéva med abrov 
teutcas ravtnvt thy gixpiav. Heres. vii. 
§. 1. But certainly this heresy was an- 
cienter than Noetus: for the Patripas- 
siani are named by St. Cyprian, Ep. 73. 
and Tertullian his master chargeth it upon 
Praxeas: ‘ Duo negotia Diaboli Praxeas 
Rome procuravit, Prophetiam expulit, et 
Heresim intulit ; Paracletum fugavit, et 
Patrem crucifixit.’ Adv. Prar.c.1. And 
expressing the absurdity of that opinion : 
“Itaque post tempus Pater natus et Pater 
passus, ipse Deus Dominus Omnipotens 
Jesus Christus predicatur.’ c. 2. And 
De Prescr,adv. Heret. * Post hos omnes 
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the Father to be incarnate; and becoming man to be crucified. 
But this very CREED was always thought to be a sufficient 
confutation of that fond opinion,* in that the incarnation is 


etiam Praxeas quidam Heresim intro- 
duxit, quam Victorinus corroborare cura- 
vit. Hic Deum Patrem Omnipotentem 
Jesum Christum esse dicit, hunc cruci- 
fixum passumque contendit; mortuum 
preterea seipsum sibi sedere ad dextram 
suam, cum profana et sacrilega temeritate 
proponit.’ c. 55. After Praxeas, Noetus 
taught the same. “Eréaunce Agyew Tey 
marépa wemovdévet, says Epiphanius, and 
being questioned for it, he answered : Ti 
yap wandy memoinna; Eve Seo doagw, eva 
Emiorapeat, ual ox AAA WAY avTOU yewn- 
Sivra, wemovbira, amodavevra. Heres. lvii, 
§.1. He thought the Father and the Son 
to be the same person, and therefore if 
the Son, the Father to be incarnate: Yio- 
maroon Tov Xpirroy eNake, Tov adbrav elves 
martea nat viov nat ayov mvedua. S.Epiphan. 
Anaceph. t.i. 1. ii. §.11. After the Noe- 
tiani followed the Sabelliani. So Phi- 
lastrius : ‘Sabellius Discipulus ejus, qui 
similitudinem sui Doctoris itidem secutus 
est, unde et Sabelliani postea sunt appel- 
lati, qui et Patripassiani, et Praxeani a 
Praxea, et Hermogeniant ab Hermogene, 
qui fuerunt in Africa, qui et ista senti- 
entes abjecti sunt ab Ecclesia Catholica.’ 
In Biblioth. Patr. Lat. t. iv. p. 602. So 
St. Augustin: ‘ Subelliani dicti sunt qui- 
dam Heretici, qui vocantur et Patripas- 
siani, qui dicunt ipsum Patrem passum 
esse.’ Tract. 36. in Ioan. This I confess 
is denied by Epiphanius, who acknow- 
ledged Sabellius to have followed Noetus 
in many things, but not in the incarna- 
tion or passion of the Father : SaGerarsavot 
ob Te Spore avonrag (1. avonross, id. est, 
Nonriavors, vel dvonrw, id est, Nonra, as St. 
Augustin, Novato.) doéaovres raed rovro 
peovov® Abyours Yap ati WemovSévas Tov maréoa. 
Anaceph. t. i. 1. ii. §. 16. This St. Au- 
gustin wonders very much at in Epipha- 
nius: ‘ Sabelliani, inquit, similia Noeto 
dogmatizantes, preter hoc quod dicunt Pa- 
trem non esse passum ; quomodo de Sabel- 
lianis intelligi potest, cum sic innotuerint 
dicere Patrem passum, ut Patripassiani 
quam Sabelliani sepius nuncuparentur? 
S..August. Her. 41. Indeed, the. Latin 
fathers generally call the Sabellians Pa- 
tripassians; and not only so, but Theo- 
doret doth so describe them as professing 
one person : ’Ev iv TH madud wo maréga 
vooberioas, evde TH Kain, wo viov evavOcwmrncas 
1, ii. c. 9. After the Sabelliani succeeded 
in the same heresy the Priscillianiste, 
as appeareth by Pope Leo, who shews 
they taught but one person of the Father, 
Son, and Holy Ghost: ‘ Quod blasphemize 


genus de Sabellii opinione sumpserunt, 
cujus discipuli etiam Patripassiani merito 
nuncupantur; quia si ipse est Filius qui 
et Pater, crux Filii Patris est passio, et 
quicquid in forma servi Filius Patri obe- 
diendo sustinuit, totum in se Pater ipse 
suscepit.’ Ep. 95. c. 1. Thus the Patri- 
passian heresy, beginning from Praxeas 
and Hermogenes, was continued by 
Noetus, Sabellius, and Priscillianus, and 
mingled with all their several heresies, 
the sum and substance of which is thus 
well set down by Victorinus Afer: ¢ Patri- 
passiani Deum solum esse dicunt quem 
nos patrem dicimus ; ipsum solum exsi- 
stentem et effectorem omnium, et venisse 
non solum in mundum, sed et in carnem, 
et alia omnia que nos Filium fecisse di- 
cimus.’ adv. Arium, |. 1. p. 202. 

* It appeareth plainly that Tertullian 
confuted Praxeas, by reducing him to 
these words of the Creed. For when he 
had first declared : ‘ Nos unicum quidem 
Deum credimus (which was the objection 


_of Praxeas) sub hac tamen dispensatione, 


quam oixovauiay dicimus, ut unici Dei sit 
et Filius sermo ipsius, qui ex ipso pro- 
cesserit, per quem omnia facta sunt, et 
sine quo factum est nihil.’ c.2. Then 
he subjoineth: ‘ Hunc missum a Patre 
in Virginem, et ex ea natum hominem et 
Deum, filium hominis et filium Dei, et 
cognominatum Jesum Christum. Hunc 
passum, hunc mortuum, et sepultum, se- 
cundum Scripturas, et resuscitatum a 
Patre, et in celos resumptum sedere ad 
dextram Patris, venturum judicare vivos 
et mortuos.’ Ibid. And that we may be 
assured he used these words out of the 
Creed, it followeth: ‘ Hanc Regulam 
ab initio Evangelii decucurrisse, &c.’ Ibid. 
This is yet farther evident out of Epipha- 
nius, who tells us the eastern doctors 
confuted Noetus in the same manner, 
by reducing him to the words of the 
Creed: “Eva Ozdy SofdQonrey ual adrol (just as 
Tertullian : ‘ Nos unicum quidem Deum 
credimus.’) dar’ we oidapeev Sinalorg Soka Cer 
uat Eve Xerordy Exopeev, GAN wg oldapeev Ever 
Xeirrdy vitv Oecd, wabdvra wo emabev, daro- 
Oavovra nabas arrtbavev, dvactdavra, dvenOovre 
gig Tov oveavdv, ovra ey Sekia tov mareds, 
Een cuevoy xpivar Cavrag xal vexpoig. Hares. 
57..§. 1.. And when the argument of 
Tertullian against Praxeas, and the 
Greeks against Noetus. drawn. from the 
Creed did not. sufficiently convince the 
Patripassians, the Church of Aquileia, to 
exclude them wholly, added these two 
words to the first article, invisibilem, and 


242 ARTICLE III. 


not subjoined to the first, but to the second, Article; we do 
not say, I believe in God the Father Almighty, which was con- 
ceived, but in his only Son, our Lord, which was conceived by the 
Holy Ghost. 

First then, We believe that he which was made flesh was the 
Word, that he which took upon him the nature of man was not 
the Father nor the Holy Ghost, nor any other person but the 
only-begotten Son. And when we say that person was con- 
ceived and born, we declare he was made really and truly man, 
of the same human nature which is in all other men, who by 
the ordinary way of generation are conceived and born. For 
the “ Mediator between God and man is the man Christ Jesus :” 
(1 Tim. ii. 5.) that since “by man came death, by man also 
should come the resurrection of the dead.” (1 Cor. xv. 21.) 
As sure then as the first Adam and we who are redeemed are 
men, so certainly is the second Adam and our Mediator man. 
He is therefore frequently called the ‘ Son of man,” and in that 
nature he was always promised. First, “‘ to Eve,” (Gen. iii. 15.) 
as her seed, and consequently her son. Then to Abraham, 
“Tn thy seed shall all the nations of the earth be blessed ;” 
(Gen. xxii. 18.) and that ‘seed is Christ,” (Gal. ii, 16.) and 
so the son of Abraham. Next to David, as his “son to sit 
upon his throne ;” (2 Sam. vii. 12—16.) and so he is “ made of 
the seed of David according to the flesh, (Rom. i. 3.) the son 
of David, the son of Abraham,” (Matt. i. 1.) and consequently 
of the same nature with David and with Abraham. And as he 
was their son, so are we his brethren, as descending from the 
same father Adam; ‘and therefore it behoved him to be made 
like unto his brethren.” (Heb. 11. 17.) For he “laid not hold 
on the angels, but on the seed of Abraham.” (Ibid. 16.) And 
so became not an angel, but a man. 

As then man consisteth of two different parts, body and soul, 
so doth Christ: he assumed a body, at his conception, of the 
blessed Virgin. ‘ Forasmuch as the children are partakers of 
flesh and blood, he also himself likewise took part of the same.” 
(Heb. ii. 14.) The verity of his body stands upon the truth 
of his nativity ;* and the actions and passions of his life shew 
the nature of his flesh. 


impassibilem. Invisibilem, to shew he was 
not incarnate; impassibilem, to shew he 
was not crucified. So Ruffinus in the 
conclusion of his exposition upon these 
words: Credo in Deum Patrem Omnipo- 
tentem, addeth: ‘ His additur invisibilem 
et impassibilem :’ and then gives the rea- 
son: ‘Sciendum quod duo isti sermones 
in Ecclesie Romane Symbolo non haben- 
tur. Constat autem apud nos additos 
Hereseos causa Sabellii, illius profecto 
que a nostris Patripassiana appellatur, id 
est, que Patrem ipsum vel ex Virgine 


natum dicit, et visibilem factum, vel 
passum affirmat in carne. Ut ergo ex- 
cluderetur talis impietas de Patre, vi- 
dentur hec addidisse majores, et invisi- 
bilem Patrem atque impassibilem dixisse. 
Constat enim Filium, non Patrem, in 
carne et ex carne natum, et ex nativitate 
carnis Filium visibilem et passibilem 
factum.’ - In Symb. §. 7. 

* ¢Marcion, ut carnem Christi ne- 
garet, negavit etiam nativitatem, aut, 
ut nativitatem negaret, negavit et car- 
nem : scilicet, ne invicem sibi testimo- 
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He was first born with a body which was “prepared for him, 
(Heb. x. 5.) of the same appearance with those of other in- 
fants; he grew up by degrees, and was so far from being sus- 
tained without the accustomed nutrition of our bodies, that he 
was observed even by his enemies to come “ eating and drink- 
ing,” (Matt. xi. 19.) and when he did not so, he suffered hun- 
ger and thirst. Those ploughers never doubted of the true 
nature of his flesh, who “ ploughed upon his back and made 
long furrows.” (Psal. cxxix. 3.) The thorns which pricked his 
sacred temples, the nails which penetrated through his hands 
and feet, the spear which pierced his sacred side, give suf- 
ficient testimony of the natural tenderness and frailty. of his 
flesh. And lest his fasting forty days together, lest his walk- 
ing on the waters and traversing the seas, lest his sudden 
standing in the midst of his disciples when the doors were 
shut, should raise an opinion that his body was not true and 
proper flesh; he confirmed first his own disciples, “feel and 
see,” that a “spirit hath not flesh and bones, as ye see me to 
have.” (Luke xxiv. 39.) As therefore we believe the coming 
of Christ, so must we confess him to have come in the verity 
of our human nature, even in true and proper flesh. With this 
determinate expression was it always necessary to acknowledge 
him: for “every spirit that confesseth Jesus Christ come in 
the flesh, is of God ; and every spirit that confesseth not Jesus 
Christ come in the flesh, is not of God.” (1 John iv. 2,3.) This 
spirit appeared early in opposition to the apostolical doctrine ; 
and Christ, who is both God and man, was as soon denied to 
be man as God. Simon Magus,* the ae heretic, first began, 
and many after followed him. 

And certainly, if the Son of God would vouchsafe to take 
the frailty of our flesh, he would not omit the nobler part, our 
soul, without which he could not be man. For “ Jesus in- 
creased in wisdom and stature ; 3” (Luke ii. 52.) one in respect 
of his body, the other of his soul. Wisdom belongeth not to 
the flesh, nor can the knowledge of God, which is infinite, in- 
crease: he then whose knowledge did improve together with 


nium redderent et responderent nativitas 
et caro; quia nec nativitas sine carne 
nec caro sine nativitate.’ Tertull. de 
Carne Christi, c. 1. 


* Simon Magus first made himself to 
be Christ ; and what he feigned of him- 
self, that was attributed by others unto 
Christ. ‘ Dixerat sein monte Sina Legem 
Mosi in Patris persona dedisse Judzis, 
tempore Tiberii in Filii persona putative 
apparuisse. S. August. Heres. 1. So 
St. Cyril represents him: Ovdx éy caput, 
arAAa Sources, wo Xeiorrv "Incody pavevre, 
Catech. 6. From this doxneto of his in- 
vention arose the heresy of the Aoxnrai. 


For Saturnilus or Saturninus followed his 
disciple Menander with his putative tan- 
tum hominem, as Ireneus ; and in phan- 
tasmate tantwm venisse, as Tertullian 
speaks, Adv. Heret. c. 46. After him 
Valentinus and his followers, Epiphanes, 
Isidorus, and Secundus ; then the Mar- 
cosians, Heracleonite and Ophite, 
Cerdon, Marcion, Lucanus, and generally 
the Manichees. Those were the Aoxnrai 
or Oavraciacrat, all conspiring in this, 
that Christ was not really what he ap- 
peared, nor did truly suffer what he 
seemed to endure. This early heresy 
appeareth by the opposition which St. 
Ignatius made unto it in his epistles. 
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his years must have a subject proper for it, which was no other 
than a human soul. This was the seat of his finite understand- 
ing and directed will, distinct from the will of his Father, and. 
consequently of his divine nature ; as appeareth by that known 
submission, “not my will, but thine be done.” (Luke xxii. 42.) 
This was the subject of those affections and passions which so. 
manifestly appeared in him: nor spake he any other than. a 
proper language, when before his suffering he said, “ My soul 
is exceeding sorrowful, even unto death.” (Matt. xxvi. 38.) 
This was it which on the cross, before the departure from the 
body, he recommended to the Father: teaching us in whose 
hands the souls of the departed ,are: for “ when Jesus had 
cried with a loud voice, he said, Father, into thy hands I com- 
mend my spirit; and having said thus, he gave up the ghost.” 
(Luke xxiii. 46.) And as his death was nothing else but the 
separation of the soul from his body ; so the hfe of Christ. as 
man did consist in the conjunction and vital union of that soul 
with the body. So that he which was perfect God, was also 
perfect man, of a reasonable soul and human flesh subsisting. 
Which is to be observed and asserted against the ancient he- 
retics,* who taught that CArist assumed human flesh, but that 
the Word or his Divinity was unto that body in the place of 


an informing soul. 


* Of this kind two several sects were 
most remarkable, the Arians and the Apol- 
linarians. Arius taught that Christ had 
nothing of man but the flesh, and with 
that the Word was joined. “Agetog 38 cdgua 
peorny Weg arroneupiy tig Sedrnros cproroyet® 
aytt 38 Tov Eowdev bv nyeiv dvOewrou TouTéc ts 
vhs Luxiig, Tov hoyov éy TH Capel Aye yeyo- 
vevat. Athan. de Adv. Christi, c. Apollinar. 
]. ii. §. 8. So Felicianus the Arian, in 
Vigi!. de Unitate Trin. c. 17. ‘Ita enim 
a majoribus nostris semper est traditum, 
quod Christi corpus ad vicem anime com- 
munis ipsius Filii Dei habitus animarit ; 
nec accessione animalis spiritus indigens 
fuerit, cui inhabitans fons vite potuit con- 
ferre quod vixit.’ Eunomius followed 
him in this particular: "Agesog d¢ xal Evyd- 
furog chee petv adTov Epacay eiandévas, Jed- 
anra dé Luxiis évnpynutvas tiv xeeiav. Theod, 
I, v. cont. Her. c. 11. Apoliinaris distin- 
guished between the soul and the mind, 
the Jui and the wis, and acknowledged 
that the Word assumed the body and the 
soul, or Jvx% of man, but not the mind or 
spirit, or the vots, but the Word itself was 
in the place of that. ‘Apollinaristas Apol- 
linaris instituit, qui de anima Christi ab 
Ecclesia Catholica dissenserunt, dicentes, 
sicut Ariani, Deum Christum carnem sine 
anima suscepisse. In questione testi- 
moniis Evangelicis victi, mentem, qua ra- 
tionalis est anima hominis, non fuisse in 
anima Christi, sed pro hac ipsum verbum 


in ea fuisse, dixerunt.? This was then 
the clear difference between the Arian 
and Apollinarian heresy : ‘ Apollinarista 
quidem carnis et anime naturam sine 
mente assumpsisse Deum credunt, Ariani 
vero carnis tantummodo.’ Facundus, 1. ix. 
c. 5. p. 382. So that two things are to 
be observed in the Apollinarians, their 
philosophy and their divinity : their phi- 
losophy, in making man consist of three 
distinct parts, the body, the soul, and the 
mind ; their divinity, in making the hu- 
man nature of Christ to consist but of 
two, the body and the soul, and the third 
to be supplied by the Word. Which is 
excellently expressed by Nemesius de 
Nat. Hom. in respect of his philosophy : 
Twig cetv, ov dott wal Wdwrivog, dAAny elves 
why Luxiv, wal adrrov roy vooy Soypracicayres, 
EX Tera Tov dvSpwmoy cwerrdvar RovAsvrat, 
copares, wal puxns, nal vov. Olio neorovOnce 
wat “Amorrtvderos 6 THg Aaodinelag ypevoecevos 
Emlonouros: ToUTOY yae mnEdprevos Tov DemeAtoy 
Tic oixeiag S0Eng, Mal Ta Actma Weorwnoddpance 
xara 74 olxetov Séyua.c.l.init. And by 
Theodoret in respect of his Divinity: _ 
Lapuorivar Sé Tov Oedy Epnce Adbyov, cape nat 
Luxiv dvednpira ob tiv Aoyinny, GAAA Tiy 
Broyoy, vv puoinny, Hyouy Cwrinnv, TES dvopece 
Cours. Toy OE vodv AAA Ts apa Thy Luxny Ef 
ves AEywY, ODM Epnoev avErMIpas, AAD’ aextoas 
Thy Delay puow &ig TO WAnpwoas TOU vou THY 


xesiav, Heret. Fab. liv. §. 8. 
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Thus the whole perfect and complete nature of man was 
assumed by the Word,* by him who was conceived and born of 
a woman, and somade'aman. And being the divine nature 


—— 


which he had before could never cease to be what before it was, © 
nor ever become what before it was not; therefore he who was , 
God before by the divine nature which he had, was in this in- | 


carnation made man by that human nature which he then as- | 


sumed ; and so really and truly was both God and man.} And 
thus the third Article from the conjunction with the second, 
teacheth us no less than the two natures really distinct in 
Christ incarnate. 


For if both natures were not preserved complete and distinct | 
in Christ, it must be either by the conversion and transubstan- | 


tiation of one into the other, or by commixtion and confusion 
of both into one. But neither of these ways can consist with 
the person of our Saviour, or the office of our Mediator. For 
if we should conceive such a mixtion and confusion of sub- 
stances as to make a union of natures, we should be so far from 
acknowledging him to be both God and man, that thereby we 
should profess him to be neither God nor man, but a person 
of a nature as different from both, as all mixed bodies are dis- 
tinct from each element which concurs unto-their composition. 
Besides, we know there were in Christ the affections proper to 
the nature of man, and all those infirmities which belong to us, 
and cannot be conceived to belong to that nature of which the 
divine was but apart. Nor could our humanity be so com- 
mixed or confounded with the Divinity of our Saviour, but that 
the Father had been made man as much as the Son, because 
the divine nature is the same both of the Father and the Son. 
Nor ought we to have so low an esteem of that infinite and in- 
dependent Being,f as to think it so commixed with or immersed 
in the creature. 

Again, as the confusion, so the conversion of natures is im- 
possible. For first, we cannot with the least show of proba- 
bility conceive the divine nature of Christ to be transubstan- 
tiated into the human nature; as those whom they call Flan- 
drian Anabaptists§ in the Low-Countries at this day maintain. 
There is a plain repugnancy even in the supposition ; for the 


* «Quid a Patre Christus acceperat, 
nisi quod et induerat ? hominem sine du- 
bio, carnis animeque texturam.’ Tertull. 
de Resur. carn.c. 34. ‘ Hoc toto credente 
jam mundo, puto quod et Demones con- 
fiteantur Filium Dei natum de Maria Vir- 
gine, et carnem nature humane atque 
animam suscepisse.’ S. Hier. init. Apol. 
2. advers. Ruffinum, col. 745. 

+ Nov OY emepavn dvSpaisroig adroe ovrog 6 
Abyos, 6 privos apehw, O&d¢ Te ual avSeworoc, 
Clem. Alexand. adv. Gentes, c. i. p. 3. 

¢ ‘ Absit ita credere, ut conflatili quo- 


dam genere duas naturas in unam arbi- 
tremur redactas esse substantiam: hu- 
jusmodi enim commixtio partis utriusque 
corruptio est. Deus enim qui capax est, 
non capabilis, penetrans, non penetra- 
bilis, implens, non implebilis, qui ubique 
simul totus, et ubique diffusus est per in- 
fusionem potentie sue, misericorditer 
nature mixtus est humane, non humana 
natura nature est mixta Divine.’ Lepo- 
rius Libel. Emend. p. 9. 

§ Teste Episcopio, Instit. Theol. |, iv. 
c. 8. 
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, hature of man must be made, the nature of God cannot be made, 
| and consequently cannot become the nature of man. The im- 
material, indivisible, and immortal Godhead cannot be divided 
into a spiritual and incorruptible soul, and a carnal and cor- 
ruptible body ; of which two humanity consisteth. There is 
no other Deity of the Father than of the Son; and therefore if 
this was converted into that humanity, then was the Father 
also that man, grew in knowledge, suffered, and died. We must 
not therefore so far stand upon the propriety of speech, when 
it is written, (John i. 14.) ‘* The Word was made flesh,” as to 
destroy the propriety both of the Word and of the flesh.* 
Secondly, We must not, on the contrary, invent a conversion 
of the human nature into the divine, as the Eutychians of old 
did fancy. For sure the incarnation could not at first consist 
in sucha conversion, it being unimaginable how that which had 
no being should be made by being turned into something else. 
Therefore the humanity of Christ could not at the first be made 
by being the Divinity of the Word. Nor is the incarnation so 
preposterously expressed, as if the flesh were made the Word, 
but that the Word was made flesh. And if the manhood were 
not in the first act of incarnation converted into the divine na- 
ture, as we see it could not be; then is there no pretence of 
any time or manner, in or by which it was afterwards so tran- 
substantiated.| Vain therefore was that old conceit of Euty- 


* In that proposition, 6 Adyos cae eyé- 
vero, there hath been strange force used 
by men of contrary judgments, and for 
contrary ends, as to the word éyévero. The 
Socinians endeavouring to prove it can 
have no other sense than simply fuit, the 
Word was flesh : the Flandrian Anabap- 
tists stretching it to the highest sense of 
factum est, the Word was made flesh. It 
is confessed that the verb yiver@a: in the 
use of the Greek language is capable of 
either interpretation: it is also acknow- 
ledged that the most ancient interpreters 
were divided in their renditions. For the 
Syriac rendered it x7 NIDA NN) Et ver- 
bum caro fuit ; the ancient Latin, E¢ ver- 
bumcaro factumest. 1t cannot be denied 
but in the Scriptures it hath been used in- 
differently in either sense. And the same 
old Vulgar translation in some places ren- 
ders it, as the Syriac doth here, Matt. x. 
16. yiverSe ovy pedviproer we of ogers, Estote 
ergo prudentes sicut serpentes; and 25. 
"Apnetoy TH peaOneh ive yérnras we 0 SidarKa- 
hog avrov, Sufficiat discipulo ut sit sicut 
magister ejus. From whence it is evident 
that they placed not the force in the sig- 
nification of the word yivec@es, but in the 
circumstance of the matter in which it 
was used. Howsoever, neither of these 
interpretations prove either of these opi- 
nions. For ifitbe acknowledged that the 


Word was flesh, and it hath been already 
proved and presupposed by St. John in 
his precedent discourse, that the Word 
had a former being antecedent to his being 
flesh ; it followeth, that he which was be- 
fore the Word, and was not flesh, if after 
he were flesh, must be made such. And 
so the Socinian observation falls. Again, 
if he which was made flesh was the Word, 
and after he was made such was still the 
Word, as certainly he was, and is still 
the same ; then his being made or becom- 
ing flesh can no way evacuate that na- 
ture, in which he did before subsist. And 
so the Flandrian interpretation is of no 
validity. 

+ This was the proper opinion of Eu- 
tyches, as appeareth by his own confes- 
sion in the Council of Chalcedon: ‘Omo- 
AoyH &x Svo picswy yEeyeviicDas Toy Kvetov needy 
ed Thc EvwrEews, preTa OF THY EVMoLY pelay u- 
civ ooroy®. Act. 1. Two distinct natures 
he confessed at first, but when the union 
was once made, he acknowledged but 
one. But when that union was made he 
expressed not, nor could his followers 
agree ; some attributing it to the concep- 
tion, some to the resurrection, others to 
the ascension. Howsoever, when they 
were united, his opinion clearly was, that 
the human nature was so absorbed into 
the divine, so wholly made the same, that 
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ches, who thought the union to be made so in the natures, that 
the humanity was absorbed and wholly turned into the Divi- 
nity, so that by that transubstantiation the human nature had 
no longer being. And well did the ancient fathers, who op- 
posed this heresy, make use of the sacramental union between 
the bread and wine and the body and blood of Christ, and 
thereby shewed, that the human nature of Christ is no more 
really converted into the Divinity, and so ceaseth to be the 
human nature, than the substance of the bread and wine is 
really converted into the substance of the body and blood, and 


thereby ceaseth to be both bread and wine. 


From whence it 


is by the way observable, that the Church in those days under- 
stood no such doctrine as that of transubstantiation.* 


it ceased wholly to be what it was, and 
so there was but one, that is, the divine 
nature remained. ‘This is sufficiently ex- 
pressed by St. Leo, who was the strongest 
opposer of him, and speaketh thus of his 
opinion, Serm. 8. de Nativ. ‘ Hic autem 
recentioris sacrilegii profanus assertor 
unitionem quidem in Christo duarum con- 
fessus est naturarum; sed ipsa unione 
id dixit effectum, ut ex duabus una rema- 
neret, nullatenus alterius exsistente sub- 
stantia.’ And the Eranistes in the dia- 
logue of Theodoret arguing for that opi- 
nion, being urged to declare whether in 
that union one nature was made of them 
both, or one remaining, the other did not 
so, answered plainly: “Ey viv Seornre 
AEyo memEVnKevar, KaramModivas 06 Lm TavTHS 
Thy avIpwrornta. Dialog. ii. p. 77. 

* There can be no time in which we 
may observe the doctrine of the ancients 
so clearly, as when they write professedly 
against a heresy evidently known, and 
make use generally of the same arguments 
against it. Now what the heresy of Eu- 
tyches was, is certainly known, and the 
nature of the sacrament was generally 
made use of as an argument to confute it. 
Gelasius bishop of Rome hath written an 
excellent book against Eutyches, de dua- 
bus naturis in Christo, in Biblioth. Patr. 
Lat. t. v. par. 3. p. 671. in which he pro- 
poundeth their opinion thus: ‘ Euty- 
chiani dicunt unam esse naturam, id est, 
Divinam ;’ and, ‘sola exsistente Deitate, 
Humanitas illic esse jam destitit.’ That 
then which he disputes against is the tran- 
substantiation of the human nature into 
the divine. The argument which he 
makes use of against it is drawn from the 
eucharist: ‘ Certe Sacramenta que su- 
mimus corporis et sanguinis Christi Di- 
vina res est, propter quod et per eadem 
Divine efficimur consortes nature: et 
tamen esse non desinit substantia vel na- 
tura Panis et Vini. Et certe imago et 


similitudo corporis et sanguinis Christi 
in actione mysteriorum celebrantur. Satis 
ergo nobis evidenter ostenditur, hoc nobis 
de ipso Christo Domino sentiendum, quod 
in ejus imagine profitemur, celebramus, 
et sumimus, ut sicut in hanc, scilicet, in 
Divinam, transeant, 8. Spiritu perficiente, 
substantiam, permanentes tamen in sue 
proprietate nature ; sic illud ipsum my- 
sterlum principale, cujus nobis efficien- 
tiam virtutemque veraciter representant, 
ex quibus constat proprie permanentibus, 
unum Christum, quia integrum verumque, 
permanere demonstrant.’ In which words 
it is plain he affirms the union of the hu- 
man nature of Christ to be the principal 
mystery, the representation of that mys- 
tery to be in the sacrament of the eucha- 
rist : he concludes from thence, that as 
in the representation the substance of the 
bread and wine remaineth in the propriety 
of their own nature, so the human nature 
of Christ in the greater mystery doth still 
remain. In the margin of this place in 
the Bibliotheca Patrum there is printed 
Caute, as if there could be any danger in 
observing the sense of the fathers, when 
they speak so expressly and conside- 
rately. In. the same manner we find a 
disputation between a heretic and a ca- 
tholic in the second dialogue of Theo- 
doret, where Eranistes, as a heretic, asks 
Orthodoxus by what names he calls the 
bread and wine after consecration ; who 
answers, The body and blood of Christ : 
from whence Eranistes argues, p. 85. 
“Qomwee Toyuy Ta TUpARorAe TOD SeomMoTiKed ca- 
frais TE Kal aiaros aAAa prev Bick ed Ths 
iega Tints EMiMANTEMS, META OE ye THVETINANCLY 
peerabadrArras nal erepa yiveras® ol'tw TO de- 
ROTM THK META Tiy avdAnLi Eg THY Ove 
clay eteBAndn thy Selavy As the symbols 
of the body and blood of Christ are one thing 
before consecration, and after that change 
their name, and become another ; so the body 
of Christ after his ascension is changed into 
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Being then he which is conceived was .the only Son of God, 
and that only.Son begotten of the substance of the Father, and 
so always subsisted in the divine nature; being by the same 
conception he was made truly man, and consequently assumed 
a human nature; being these two natures cannot be made one 
either by commixtion or conversion, and yet there can be but 
one. Christ subsisting in them both, because that only Son was 
he which is conceived and born: it followeth, that the union 
which was not made in the nature, was made in the person of 
the Word ; that is, it was not so made, that out of both natures 
one only should result, but only so, that to one person no other 
should be added. 

Nor is this union only a scholastic speculation, but a certain 
and necessary truth, without which we cannot have one Christ, 
but two Christs, one Mediator, but two Mediators; without 
which we cannot join the second Article of our CREED with 
the third, making them equally belong to the same person; 
without which we cannot interpret the sacred Scriptures, or 
understand the history of our Saviour. For certainly he which 
was before Abraham, was in the days of Herod born of.a wo- 
man ; he which preached in the days of Noah, began to preach 
in the days of Tiberius, being at that time about thirty years 
of age; he was demonstrated the Son of God with power, who 
was the seed of David according to the flesh ; he who died on 
the cross, raised him from the dead who died so, being “ put 
to death through the flesh, and quickened by the Spirit ;” 
(1 Pet. iii. 18.) he was “ of the fathers as concerning the flesh,” 
who was ‘‘God overall blessed for ever.” (Rom. ix. 5.) Being 
these and the like actions and affections cannot come from the 
same nature, and yet must be attributed to the same person; 


Who sees not then, that Theodoret be- 
lieved no more that the bread is converted 
into the body, than that the body is con- 


the divine substance. To this Orthodoxus 
answers: ‘Edaws aig Upnves denvow, You 
are taken in your own nets. Ovde yae mera 


TV ayacpady TA puTTiNA TUpBora THs oinelag 
tLicraras picews, ever yee emt rig mporéeag 
ovolag, nal Tou oH pratos, Kal TOU Eldous, xat 
éeara Ecti ual amra, oi nal omporegoy iv 
The bread and wine even after consecration 
leave not their own nature, but remain in 
their former substance, shape, and form. In 
the same manner: Kai éxeivo +o capa 70 
fev WpOrEpoy E100 EXEL Kal OXIA nat Tees 
yeapiv, nal awa aawrae eioely, thy TOU caw- 
pearos ovetavy The body of Christ hath the 
same form, figure, and shape, and indeed the 
same bodily substance. And when Eranis- 
tes still objects, that the bread is called 
the body, and not bread; Orthodoxus 
answers that he is mistaken : OU yag caua 
fAdvoy, BAAR ual aeroc Catic dvoralerar, ows 
ards 6 Kupiog meornyoeevce, ual abrd dF cape 
Setov dvoprctCopaev o@pea* or it is not oniy 
called the body, but also bread of life, and 
the body itself we call the divine body. 


verted into the Divinity of Christ?) Who 
perceives not that he thought the bread 
to be as substantially and really bread 
after the consecration, as the body of 
Christ is really a body after his ascen- 
sion? The same argument is used by 
St. Chrysostom upon the same occasion 
against the Apollinarians in his epistle ad 
Ce@sarium, not yet published in Greek, 
and by Ephraimus in Photii Bibliotheca 
against the Eutychians. As therefore 
all the uetacroyelwors of the sacramental 
elements maketh them not cease to be 
of the same nature which before they 
were; so the human nature of Christ, 
joined to the divine, loseth not the nature 
of humanity, but continueth with the Di- 
vinity as a substance in itself distinct ; 
and so Christ doth subsist not only ex, 
but in duabus naturis, as the Council of 
Chalcedon determined against Eutyches. 
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as we must acknowledge a diversity of natures united, so must 
we confess the identity of the person in whom they are con- 
joined, against the ancient heresy of the Nestorians,* con- 
demned in the Council of Ephesus. 


By the Holy Ghost. 


Havine thus dispatched the consideration of the first. Per- 
son concerned in this Article, and the actions contained in it 
so far as distinctly from the rest they belong to him, we de- 
scend unto the other two concerned in the same; and first to 
him whose operation did precede in the conception, the Holy 
Ghost. Which second part some may think to require a three- 
fold consideration ; first, of the conception; secondly, of the 
person ; thirdly, of the operation. But for the person or ex- 
istence of the Holy Ghost, that is here only mentioned ob- 
liquely, and therefore to be reserved for another Article, where 
it is propounded directly. And for the conception itself, that 


/ doctrine of his incarnation. 


* This heresy doth most formally con~ 
tradict these words of the Creed, because 
it immediately denies this truth, that the 
eternal Son of God was conceived and 
born. And in vain did Nestorius seek 
not only to avoid it in the Nicene Creed, 
but to make use of the words of the Creed 
even against the unity of the person of 
Christ. St. Cyril had well objected the 
series, order, and consequence of that con- 
fession : "Egn f ayia nal peyaan Zvvodes, 
airoy éx Oto Matpig ware puoi vicy provoyert, 
Toy Ex Oeov aAnOivod Oedv &AnSivev, 7d. pag +d 
Ex TOU pwrdc, Toy OY ov Te mravra TWemoinnEy 
6 Tlarhg, uarerceiv, cagxwOival ve nat 
EvavIewmicat, wade, avacriver tn Tpitn 
hystpa, ual ayerdeiy elo oveavous. Epist. 5. p. 
25. The strength of this objection lies in 
this, that Christ, the only-begotten Son, 


begotten of the Father before all worlds, 


was incarnate. The answer of Nestorius 
was in this manner: Iliorevouev tig Tov 
Kugiov huay Incoty Xetorty, tov vidy abrou Toy 
faovoysyii* cxdarncoy bmw “Inzovg, Xpiorss, nat 
feovoyevng, Hal vidg, WedrEepoy Sevres, Ta Kowwd 
Tig Sedrnt0¢ nal dvWewmirntog, ws Iewerious, 
ovouara rote Thy Tig tvavOewmhcews, nal Tov 
ma8oug, xal rig dvacracews, Erromodopovct 
waeddoow, Ibid. p. 26. And the strength, or 
rather the weakness, thereof is this : that 
first the Council placed the names of Jesus 
Christ, and the only-begotten Son, names 
common to the Divinity and humanity of 
Christ: and then upon them built the 
Whereas it 
is evident that, supposing the only-begotten 
aterm common to the humanity and 


\ Divinity, yet the Council clearly expounds 
| it of the eternal generation, adding imme- 


diately, begotten of his Father before all — 
worlds ; neither is there any word between | 
that exposition and the incarnation, but 
such as speak wholly of Christ as God. | 
Therefore that only-begotten Son, who 
was begotten of his Father before all worlds, 
descended from heaven, and was incar- 
nate. Thus St. Cyril in his second epistle 
to Nestorius, and Nestorius in his second 
to him. Which mistake of his seems yet 
more strange to me, when I consider in 
the same epistle of Nestorius that funda- 
mental truth asserted, which of itself suf- 
ficiently, nay, fully confutes his heresy : 
for he acknowledgeth the name of Christ 
to be, amabote nat mantic odciag ev povadiun 
Tooranrw weornyoriay onuavtixnv, ibid. and 
consequently, Christ himself to be a single 
person in a double nature, passible and 
impassible: which once granted, it evi- 
dently followeth, that he which was born 
from eternity, was also born in time, for 
by those several nativities he had those 
several natures; that he which was im- 
passible as God, might, and did suffer 
as man, because the same person was 
of an impassible and a passible nature ; 
impassible as God, passible as man. 
Wherefore by that which Nestorius hath 
confessed and notwithstanding that which 
he hath objected, it is evident out of the 
Nicene Creed, that the Son of God, be- 
gotten of his Father before all worlds, 
was incarnate and made man; and as 
evident out of the Apostles’ Creed, es- 
pecially expounded by the Nicene, that 
the same only-begotten Son was conceived 
by the Holy Ghost, and born of the Virgin 
Mary. 
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belongeth not so properly to the Holy Ghost, of whom the 
act cannot be predicated. For though Christ was conceived 
by the Holy Ghost, yet the Holy Ghost did not conceive him, 
but said unto the Virgin, “Thou shalt conceive.” (Luke i. 31.) 
There remaineth therefore nothing proper and peculiar to this 
second part, but that operation of the Holy Ghost in Christ’s 
conception, whereby the Virgin was enabled to conceive, and 
by virtue whereof Christ is said to be conceived by him. 
. Now when we say the conception of our Saviour was wrought 
by the operation of the Spirit, it will be necessary to observe, 
‘first, What is excluded by that attribution to the Spirit; 
secondly, What is included in that operation of the Spirit. 

For the first of these, we may take notice in the salutation 
of the angel, when he told the blessed Virgin she should con- 
ceive and bring forth a son, she said, ‘‘ How shall this be, see- 
ing I know not aman?” (Luke i. 34.) By which words she 
excludeth first all men, and then herself: all men, by that as- 
sertion, ‘ | kngw not a man;” herself, by the question, “ How 
shall this be, seeing” it is so? First, our Melchizedeck had 
no father on earth; in general, not any man, in particular, not 
Joseph. Itis true, “his mother Mary was espoused to Jo- 
seph :” but it is as true, “before they came together, she was 
found with child of the Holy Ghost.” (Matt. 1.18.) We read 
in St. Luke, (ii. 27.) that “the parents brought up the child 
Jesus into the temple: but these parents were not the father 
and the mother, but as it followeth, “‘ Joseph and his mother 
marvelled at those things which were spoken of him.” (Ibid. 
33.) It is true, Philip calleth him “Jesus of Nazareth, the 
son of Joseph:” (John i. 45.) and which is more, his mother 
said unto him, “ Behold, thy father and I have sought thee 
sorrowing :” (Luke ii. 48.) but this must be only the reputed 
father of Christ, he being only, ‘‘ as was supposed, the son of 
Joseph, which was the son of Eli.” (Luke iii. 23.) Whence 
they must needs appear without all excuse, who therefore af- 
firm our Saviour to have been the proper son of Joseph, be- 
cause the genealogy belongs to him; whereas in that very 
place where the genealogy begins, Joseph is called the sup- 
posed father. How can it then therefore be necessary Christ 
should be the true son of Joseph, that he may be known to be 
the son of David, when in the same place where it is proved 
that Joseph came from David, it is denied that Christ came 
from Joseph? And that not only in St. Luke, where Joseph 
begins, but also in St. Matthew, where he ends the genealogy. 
“ Jacob begat Joseph the husband of Mary, of whom was born 
Jesus, who is called Christ.” (Matt. i. 16.)* Howsoever then 
the genealogies are described, whether one belong to Joseph, 

* Indeed in our translation, whom may relate to both, as well as one, and to Joseph 


as well as Mary ; but in the orginal it evidently belongs to Mary : Tov ‘Iwciip tov avden 
Mapiag, && tig EyevvnOn “Incovs. 
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the other to Mary, or both to Joseph, it is from other parts of 
the Scriptures infallibly certain, not only that Christ descended 
lineally from David according to the flesh, but also that the 
same Christ was begotten of the Virgin Mary, and not by 
Joseph. 

Secondly, As the blessed Virgin excluded all mankind, and 
particularly Joseph, to whom she was then espoused, by her 
assertion; so did she exclude herself by the manner of the 
question, shewing that of herself she could not cause any 
such conception. Although she may be thought the ‘root 
of Jesse,” yet could she not germinate of herself; though Eve 
were the mother of all living, yet generation was founded on 
the divine benediction which was given to both together: for 
‘© God blessed them, and said unto them, Be fruitful and mul- 
tiply, and replenish the earth.” (Gen. i. 28.) Though Christ 
was promised as the “seed of the woman,” yet we must not 
imagine that it was in the power of woman to conceive him. 
When the Virgin thinks it impossible she should conceive be- 
cause she knew not a man, at the same time she confesseth 
it otherwise as impossible, and the angel acknowledgeth as 
much in the satisfaction of his answer, “ For with God nothing 
shall be impossible.” (Luke i. 37.) God then it was who 
immediately and miraculously enabled the blessed Virgin to 
conceive our Saviour; and while Mary, Joseph, and all men 
are denied, no person which is that God can be excluded from 
that operation. 

But what is included in the conception by the Holy Ghost, 
or how his operation is to be distinguished from the concep- 
tion of the Virgin, is not so easily determined. The words by 
which it is expressed in Scripture are very general: First, as 
they are delivered by way of promise, prediction, or satisfac- 
tion to Mary; ‘‘The Holy Ghost shall come upon thee, and 
the power of the Highest shall overshadow thee :” (Luke i. 35.) 
Secondly, as they suppose the conception already past ; 
““When his mother Mary was espoused to Joseph, before they 
came together, she was found with child of the Holy Ghost;’ 
(Matt. i. 18.) and give satisfaction unto Joseph, ‘ Fear not to 
take unto thee Mary thy wife, for that which is conceived in 
her is of the Holy Ghost:” (Ibid. 20.) Now being the ex- 
pressions in the Scriptures are so general, that from thence 
the operation of the Spirit cannot precisely be distinguished 
from the concurrence of the Virgin; much less shall we be 
able exactly to conclude it by that late distinction made in 
this Article, conceived by the Holy Ghost, born of the Virgin; 
because it is certain that the same Virgin also conceived him 
according to the prophecy, (Isa. vii. 14.) «Thou shalt con- 
ceive and bear a son:” and therefore notwithstanding that 
distinction, the difficulty still remains, how he was conceived 


by the Spirit, how by the Virgin. Neither will any difference 
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of prepositions* be sufficient rightly to distinguish these ope- 


rations. 


Wherefore there is no other way to bound or deter- | 


mine the action of the Holy Ghost, but by that concurrence 


of the Virgin which must be acknowledged with it. 


For if 


she were truly the mother of Christ (as certainly she was, and 
we shall hereafter prove), then is there no reason to deny to 
her in respect of him whatsoever is given to other mothers in 
relation to the fruit of their womb; and consequently, no 
more is left to be attributed to the Spirit, than what is neces- 
sary to cause the Virgin to perform the actions of a mother. 
When the Scripture speaketh of regeneration, or the second 
birth, it denieth all which belongeth to natural procreation, 
describing the “sons of God” as begotten “not of bloods, 


* As conceptus de Spiritu S., natus ex 
Maria Virgine. St. Augustin indeed hath 


delivered a distinction between de and ea, ' 


after this manner, speaking to those words 
of the apostle: ‘ Quoniam ex ipso, et per 
ipsum, et in ipso, sunt omnia. Ex ipso non 
hoc significat quod de ipso. Quod enim 
de ipso est, potest dici ex ipso; non au- 
tem omne quod ex ipso est, recte dicitur 
de ipso. Ex ipso enim celum et terra, 
quia ipse fecit ea; non autem de ipso, 
quia non de substantia sua. Sicut aliquis 
homo si gignat filium, et faciat domum, 
ex ipso filius, ex ipso domus; sed filius 
de ipso, sicut domus de terra et ligno.’ 
De Nat. Boni adv. Manich. c. 27. This 
distinction having no foundation in the 
Latin tongue, is ill made use of for the 
illustration of this Article, because in the 
Greek language of the Testament there is 
no such diversity of prepositions, for as 
we read of Mary, é ug tyewnSn 6 “Incovs, 
so also of the Holy Ghost, eigéOn ey yarret 
ExXoura Ex mVvEvLaTOS aylov, and +0 év aura 
yennbey x orvevparcs Err ayiov, It is 
therefore said as well é mvetuaros, as éx 
Maeias. Again, the Vulgar observeth no 
such difference, as rendering for the one, 
de qua natus est Jesus, and for the other, 
in utero habens de Spiritu S. Correspon- 
dently in the Greek Creeds, cvadnpbevra 
én mvevparos, yenmbevra x Magiag, or as in 
the Nicene, 2x wvevjuaros xat Mapiag. And 
the Latin not only de Spiritu S. ex Maria 
Virgine, but. sometimes de Spiritu S. et 
Maria Virgine, dnd de Maria Virgine, 
Chrysologus and St. Augustin often de 
Trinitate. Wherefore in vain have the 
schools first accepted of St. Augustin’s 
distinction, and then applied it to Christ’s 
conception; first taking the preposition 
de to signify no less than a procession from 
the substance of the cause, and then ac- 
knowledge Christ so begotten of the Holy 
Ghost, because the eternal Son who was 
so begotten was of the same substance 
with the Holy Ghost. ‘Thus Thomas 


Aquinas has delivered the subtilty, Sum. 
p- 3. q. 32. a. 2. ‘In Spiritu S. duplex 
habitudo consideratur respectu Christi. 
Nam ad ipsum filium Dei, qui dicitur 
esse conceptus, habet habitudinem con- 
substantialitatis; ad corpus autem ejus 
habet habitudinem cause efficientis. Hec 
autem prepositio de utramque habitudi- 
nem designat, sicut cum dicimus hominem 
aliquem esse de suo patre. Et ideo con- 
venienter dicere possumus Christum esse 
conceptum de Spiritu S. hoc modo, quod 
efficientia Sp. S. referatur ad corpus as- 
sumptum, consubstantialitas vero ad per- 
sonam assumentem. But this distinc- 
tion of consubstantiality and effective 
causality can make nothing for the pro- 
priety of the phrase; for the preposition 
de signifieth the material cause as well as 
the efficient, it must do so in respect of 
that which is the effect, if it require that 
the thing which is made be made of the 
substance of that de quo est: then must 
Christ, according unto that which is made, 
be made of the substance of the Holy 
Ghost; or, to speak in the words of the 
Scripture, ‘ Quod in ea natum est, de Spi- 
ritu Sancto est.’ Where either that which 
was conceived in the Virgin must be ac- 
knowledged of the substance of the Holy 
Ghost, or else the preposition de must not 
be taken in St. Augustin’s sense. How- 
ever, being there is but one preposition 
éx, common to both in the original Greek ; 
being the vulgar translation useth de in- 
differently for either ; being where they 
have distinguished de and ex, they have 
attributed er, which doth not signify con- 
substantiality, to the Virgin, of whom they 
confess he did assume the substance of 
his body, and de, which signifieth (as they 
say ) consubstantiality to the Holy Ghost, 
of whose substance he received nothing : 
it followeth, that the difference in the 
prepositions can no way declare the dif- 
ferent concurrence of the Spirit and the 
Virgin in Christ’s conception. 
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nor of the will of the flesh, nor of the will of man, but of 
God:” (John i. 13.) and in the incarnation of our Saviour, 
we remove all will or lust of the flesh, we deny all will of man 
concurring; but as the bdoods in the language of the Hebrews 
did signify that substance of which the flesh was formed in the 
womb, so we acknowledge in the generation of Jesus Christ, 
that he was made of the substance of his mother. 

But as he was so made of the substance of the Virgin, so 
was he not made of the substance of the Holy Ghost, whose 
essence cannot at all be made. And because the Holy Ghost 
did not beget him by any communication of his essence, 
therefore he is not the father of him, though he were conceived 
by him. And if at any time I have said, Christ was begotten 
by the Holy Ghost of the Virgin Mary, if the ancients speak 
as if he generated* the Son, it is not so to be understood, as 
if the Spirit did perform any proper act of generation, such as 
is the foundation of paternity. 

Again, as the Holy Ghost did not frame the human nature 
of Christ out of his own substance; so must we not believe 
that he formed any part of his flesh of any other substance 
than of the Virgin. For certainly he was of the fathers ac- 
cording to the flesh, and was as to that truly and totally the 
son of David and Abraham... The Socinians, who will acknow- 
ledge no other way before Christ’s conception by which he 
could be the only-begotten Son of God, have been forced to 
invent a strange conjunction in the nature of Christ: one part 
received from the Virgin, and so consequently from David 
and from Abraham, from whom that Virgin did descend ; 
another framed by the Spirit,t and-conjoined with it; by the 


* As Chrysologus, Serm. 57. ‘Ubi homo ille Dei filius a conceptione et na- 


Spiritus generat, Virgo parturit, totum 
divinum geritur, nihil humanum.’ And 
Serm. 62. ‘S8tupenti mundo solus aperit 
quid est, quod Spiritus generat, Virgo 
concipit, Virgo parit.’ 

t ‘ Deus ipsemet ad sanguinem Marie 
addidit aliam materiam, ex quibus deinde 
Christus conceptus et natus est.’ Smalcius, 
De Vero et Naturali Dei Filio, c. 2. ‘Verum 
manet generationem et hanc dici posse, 
quatenus in Deum ea cadere potest, si ad 
sanguinem Marie addita sit ex parte Dei 
materia, ex qua cum sanguine Marie 
juncta natus sit Christus.’ I6.c.3. What 


this was thus added to the substance of _ 


the Virgin, he elsewhere explains: ‘ Nos 
Dei virtutem in Virginis uterum aliquam 
substantiam creatam vel immisisse aut 
ibi creasse affirmamus, ex qua, juncto eo 
quod ex ipsius Virginis substantia ac- 
cessit, verus homo generatus fuit.’? This 
he doth not only without any authority 
affirm, but ground upon it the sonship of 
Christ. For so it follows: ‘Alias enim 


tivitate proprie non fuisset.’ And again: 
‘Necessitas magna fuit ut Christus ab 
initio vite suze esset Dei Filius, qualis 
futurus non fuisset, nisi Dei virtute aliquid 
creatum fuisset quod ad constituendum 
Christi corpus una cum Marie sanguine 
concurrit.” Thus while they deny the 
eternal generation of the Son, they esta- 
blish a temporal in such manner as is not 
consonant with that word which they 
pretend wholly to follow, and have made 
a body of Christ partly descending from 
the Father, partly not: and whereas as 
man he is like tous in all things, sin only 
excepted ; they have invented a body, 
partly like ours, partly not, and so in no 
part totally like. Indeed some of the 
ancients did speak so as to make the 
Holy Ghost the semen Dei ; as Tertullian: 
‘ Ergo jam Dei filius ex Patris Dei semine, 
i. e. Spiritu, ut esset hominis filius, caro 
ei sola erat ex hominis carne sumenda 
sine viri semine. Vacabat enim viri se- 
men apud habentem Dei semen.’ De car, 
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. one part of which humanity he was the son of man, as by the 
other part he was the Son of God. 

The belief of this is necessary to prevent all fear or suspicion 
of spot in this Lamb, of sin in this Jesus. Whatsoever our 
original corruption is, however displeasing unto God, we may 
be from hence assured there was none in him, in whom alone 
God hath declared himself to be well pleased. ‘‘ Who can 
bring a clean thing out of an unclean?” saith Job (xiv. 4.); 
a clean and undefiled Redeemer out of an unclean and defiled 
nature? He whose name is Holiness, whose operation is to 
sanctify, the Holy Ghost. Our Jesus was like unto us in all 
things as born of a woman, sin only excepted, as conceived b 
the Holy Ghost. This original and total sanctification of the 
human nature was first necessary, to fit it for the personal 
union with the Word, who, out of his infinite love, humbled 
himself to become flesh, and at the same time, out of his in- 
finite purity, could not defile himself by becoming sinful flesh. 
Secondly, The same sanctification was as necessary in respect 
of the end for which he was made man, the redemption of 
mankind: that as the first* Adam was the fountain of our im- 
purity, so the second Adam should also be the pure fountain 
of our righteousness. ‘‘ God sending his own Son in the like- 
ness of sinful flesh, condemned sin in the flesh ;’ (Rom. viii. 3.) 
which he could not have condemned, had he been sent in sin- 
ful flesh. ‘“‘ The Father made him to be sin for us, who knew 
no sin, that we might be made the righteousness of God in 
him ;” (2 Cor. v. 21.) which we could not have been made in 
him, but that he “did no sin,” (1 Pet. 11. 22.) and knew no 
sin. For, whosoever is sinful wanteth a Redeemer; and he 
could have redeemed none, who stood in need of his own re- 
demption. We are redeemed ‘‘with the precious blood of 
Christ:” (1 Pet. i. 19.) therefore precious, because “of a 
Lamb without blemish, and without spot.” (Ibid.) Our 
atonement can be made by no other high-priest than by him 
who is “holy, harmless, undefiled, and separate from sinners.” 


Christ. c. 18. And St. Hilary calls it: Salvator inducitur loquens, Modo me ar- 


‘Sementivam ineuntis Spiritus efficaciam.’ 
1. 2. de Trin. c. 26. But in this they only 
understood the operation of the Spirit, 
loco seminis. And whosoever spake of 
any proper semen, they abhorred ; as ap- 
pears by the 191st Sermon de Tempore: 
‘ Nec ut quidam sceleratissimi opinantur, 
Spiritum S. dicimus pro semine fuisse, sed 
potentia et virtute Creatoris operatum.’ 
I know not whether be the greatest folly ; 
to make the Holy Ghost the father, as 
these men have done, by creating part of 
his body by way of seminal conjunction ; 
or to make the same Spirit mother of 
Christ, as the Nazarenesdid. ‘ In Evan- 
gelio Hebreorum quod lectitant Nazarzi, 


ripuit mater mea, Spiritus Sanctus.’ There 
is only this difference, that one is founded 
upon the authority of Scripture, the other 
upon the authority of a pretended, but no 
Scripture: the one maketh the Holy Ghost 
a partial, the other a total mother. 

* «Tilud unum peccatum, quod tam 
magnum in loco et habitu tante felicitatis 
admissum est, ut in uno homine origina- 
liter, atque, ut ita dixerim, radicaliter, 
totum genus humanum damnaretur, non 
solvitur ac diluitur nisi per unum Medi- 
atorem Dei et hominum, hominem Chris- 
tum Jesum, qui solus potuit ita nasci, ut 
ei opus non esset renasci.’ 8S. August. 
Enchirid. cap. 48. 
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(Heb. vii. 26.) We cannot “know that he was manifested to 
take away our sins,”* except we also know that “in him is no 
sin.” (1 John iii. 5.) Wherefore, being it is so necessary to 
believe the original holiness of our human nature in the person 
of our Saviour; it is as necessary to acknowledge that way by 
which we may be fully assured of that sanctity, his concep- 
tion by the Holy Ghost. 

Again, it hath been observed+ that by this manner of 
Christ’s conception is declared the freedom of the grace of 
God. Foras the Holy Ghost is God, so is he also called the 
Gift of God: and therefore the human nature in its first ori- 
ginal, without any precedent merit,{ was formed by the Spirit, 
and in its formation sanctified, and in its sanctification united 
to the Word; so that the grace was coexistent, and in a man- 
ner connatural with it. The mystery of the incarnation is fre- 
quently attributed in the Scriptures to the love, mercy, and 
goodness of God. ‘Through the tender mercy of our God 
the day-spring from on high hath visited us :” (Luke i. 78.) In 
this ‘the kindness and love of God our Saviour towards man 
appeared.” (Tit. 11.4.) And though these and such other Scrip- 
tures speak properly of the love and mercy of God to man 
alone, offered unto him in the incarnation of our Saviour, and 
so directly exclude the merits of other men only ; yet because 
they speak so generally with reference to God’s mercy, they 
may well be thought to exclude all universally. Especially 
considering the impossibility of merit§ in Cfrist’s humanity, 
in respect of his conception ; because all desert necessarily 
precedeth its reward, and Christ was not man before he was 
conceived, nor can that merit which is not. 

Thirdly, Whereas we are commanded to be holy, and that 
even as heis holy; by this we learn from what foundation this 
holiness musi flow. We bring no such purity into the world, 
nor are we sanctified in the womb; but as he was sanctified 
at his conception, so are we at our regeneration. He wascon- 
ceived not by man, but by the Holy Ghost, and we are “ not of 


* «In quo non est peccatum, ipse venit 


hominis qui filius Dei: ac sic in humane 
auferre peccatum. Nam si esset in illo 


nature assumptione fieret quodammodo 


peccatum, auferendum esset illi, non ipse 
auferret.” S, August. Tract. 4, in 1 Ioan. 
§. 8. 

+ By St. Augustin: ‘Ex hoc quod de 
Spiritu S. est secundum hominem nati- 
vitas Christi, quid aliud quam ipsa gratia 
demonstratur.  Enchir. c. 37. 

¢ ‘Modus iste quo natus est Christus 
de Spiritu S. non sicut filius, et de Maria 
Virgine sicut filius, insinuat nobis gTa- 
tiam Dei, qua homo, nullis precedentibus 
meritis, in ipso exordio nature sue quo 
esse coepit, Verbo Dei copularetur in tan- 
tam persone unitatem, ut idem ipse 
esset filius Dei qui filius hominis, et filius 


ipsa gratia naturalis, que nullum pecca- 
tum posset admittere. Que gratia pro- 
pterea per Spiritum S. fuerat significanda, 
quia ipse proprie sic est Deus, ut etiam 
dicatur Dei Donum.’ Id. ibid. c. 40, 


§ ‘Cum ad naturam Dei non pertineat 
natura humana, ad personam tamen uni- 
geniti Filii Dei per gratiam pertinet 
humana natura; et tantam gratiam, ut 
nulla sit major, nulla prorsus zqualis. 
Neque enim illam susceptionem hominis 
ulla merita precesserunt, sed ab illa sus- 
ceptione merita ejus cuncta ceperunt.’ S. 
August. Tract. 82; in Ioan. 
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blood, nor of the will of the flesh, nor of the will of man, but 
of God.” (John i..13.) The same overshadowing power which 
formed his human nature, reformeth ours; and the same Spirit 
assureth us a remission of our sins,* which caused in him-an 
evemption from all sin. He which was was born for us upon 
his incarnation, is born within us upon our regeneration.t 

All which considered, we may now render a clear explication 
of this part of the Article, whereby every person may under- 
stand what he is to profess, and express what is the object of 
his faith, when he saith, I believe in Jesus Christ, which was 
conceived by the Holy Ghost. Yor hereby he ought to intend 
thus much: I assent unto this as a most necessary and infal- 
ible truth, that the only-begotten Son of God, begotten by 
the Father before all worlds, very God of very God, was con- 
ceived and born, and so made man, taking to himself the hu- 
man nature, consisting of a soul and body, and conjoin- 
ing it with the divine in the unity of his person. I am fully 
assured that the Word was in this manner made flesh, that he 
was really and truly conceived in the womb of a woman, but 
not after the manner of men; not by carnal copulation, not 
by the common way of human propagation, but by the 
singular, powerful, invisible, immediate operation of the Holy 
Ghost, whereby a Virgin was beyond the law of nature enabled 
to conceive, andthat which was conceived in her was originally 
and completely sanctified. And in this latitude I profess to 
believe in Jesus Christ, WHICH WAS CONCEIVED BY THE 
Hoty Guost. 


Born of the Virgin Mary. 


Tue third person considerable in this third Article, is re- 
presented under the threefold description of her name, con- 
dition, and action. The first telleth us who it was, it was 
Mary; the second informeth us what she was, a virgin ; the 
third teaches us what she did, she conceived and bare our 
Saviour, and brought forth the Son of God; which was born of 
the Virgin Mary. 

The evangelist, relating the annunciation, taketh particular 
notice of this name; for shewing how an angel was sent unto 
a “ virgin espoused toa man,” he first observed that his “name 
was Joseph ;” and then that the “virgin’s name was Mary :” 
(Luke i. 27.) not for any peculiar excellency in the name itself, 
or any particular application to the Virgin arising from. the 


* «Ea gratia fit ab initio fidei sue est ut nullum haberet ille peccatum.’ 8. 
homo quicunque Christianus, qua gratia August. de Predest. Sanct. c. 15. 


homo ille ab initio suo factus est Christus. + ‘ Nolite desperare ; quod semel na- 
De ipso Spiritu et hic renatus,de quo tum est ex Maria, quotidie et in nobis 
est ille natus. Eodem Spiritu fit in nobis nascitur.’ §S. Hieron. Comm. in Psal. 


remissio peccatorum, quo Spiritu factum —Ixxxiv. 17. 
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origination of it, as some have conceived ;* but only to denote 
that singular person who was then so well known to all men, 
being espoused unto Joseph, as appeareth by the question of 
his admiring countrymen, “Is not this the carpenter’s son? 
Is not his mother called Mary ?” (Matt. xiii. 55.) Otherwise 
the name was common even at that time to many; to the sister 
of Lazarus, (John xi. 1.) to the mother of James and Joses, 
(Matt. xxvii. 56.) to the wife of Cleophas, (John xix. 25.) to 
the mother of John, whose surname was Mark, (Acts xii. 12.) 
to her who was of Magdala in Galilee, (Luke viii. 2.) to her 
who bestowed much labour on St. Paul, (Rom. xvi. 6.) Noris 
there any original} distinction between the name of these, and 
of the mother of our Lord.. For as the name of Jesus was the 


* For some have thought the dignity 
of the Virgin to be denoted in her name. 
As Gregory Nyssen (or rather his inter- 
polator) Homil. in Natal. Christi: ’Evres- 
Sav éréxX Sn 7d waidlov, dvimace mtv abriy 
Malay, wo av eat Sa THs eravusiag 7d Seddo- 
vo Siacnaysein ths xdaevros. Mistaking, 
as I conceive, the origination of Mary 
for that of Anna, her mother m)n. Thus 
he thought grace, others dominion, to be 
contained in her name. “H Magia éppen- 
vederes uveia, GAAA nal EAmio. KUpiov yap evexs 
why BATA TOD Tavres uogpou Xeirroy. Auctor 
Homil. de Laud. B. Marie, sub nomine 
Epiphanii.. Tiers rovyagoov h yders (rovro 
yap i Awd Egunveverar) tiv xuglay? TOUTS 
yep onpenives Tig Magiag +d dvosa. Damase. 
Orthod. Fid. 1. iv. c. 15. &. Hieron. de 
Nom. Hebraicis, col. 1478: ‘Sciendum 
quod Maria sermone Syro Domina nun- 
cupatur.’ So Chrysologus: ‘ Dignitas 
Virginis annunciatur ex nomine: nam 
Maria Hebreo sermone, Latine Domina 
nuncupatur. Vocat ergo Angelus Domi- 
nam, ut Dominatoris genetricem trepi- 
datio deserat servitutis, quam nasci et 
vocari Dominam ipsa sui germinis fecit 
et impetravit auctoritas.’ Serm. 142. 
‘Sermone Syro Maria Domina nuncu- 
patur, et pulcre, quia Dominum genuit.’ 
Isidor. Hispal. Orig. 1. vii. c. 10. The 
same Isidore with others gives another 
etymology: ‘ Maria illuminatrix, sive 
stella maris ; genuit enim lumen mundi.’ 
Ibid. And Bernard, Homil. 2. super 
Missus est: ‘Loquemur pauca et super 
hoc nomine, quod interpretatum maris 
stella dicitur, et matri Virgini valde con- 
venienter aptatur. Ipsa namque aptis- 
sime sideri comparatur, quia sicut sine 
sui corruptione sidus suum emittit radium, 
sic absque sui lesione Virgo parturit 
filium.’ So far not amiss. But when 
from a bad etymology he makes worse 
divinity, calling her the Star of Jacob, and 
attributing unto her the light of our 


minds, the life of our graces and extirpa- 
tion of our vices (the work of the Spirit 
of Christ), when in the midst of all our 
temptations, horrors of conscience, and 
depths of despair, he adviseth us imme- 
diately to a ‘ Respice Stellam, Mariam 
cogita, Mariam invoca;’ his interpreta- 
tion can warrant no such devotion. This 
etymology also descended from St. Je- 
rome, who in his interpretation of the 
names in Exodus, as from Philo: ‘ Maria 
illuminatrix mea, vel illuminans eos, aut 
smyrna maris, vel stella maris.’ De Nom, 
Hebr. col. 1454. And again, on the 
names in St. Matthew : ‘ Mariam plerique 
existimant interpretari, illuminant me 
isti, vel illuminatrix, vel smyrna maris ; 
sed mihi nequaquam videtur. Melius 
autem est ut dicamus sonare eam stellam 
maris, sive amarum mare.’ Ibid. col. 
1478.  ‘Eeuenveverar madi 4 Magia opeveve 
Bardcons. Homil. de Laudibus B. Maria. 
‘Dicte sunt et ante Marie multe: nam 
et Maria soror Aaron dicta fuit, sed illa 
Maria amaritudo maris vocabatur.’ S. 
Ambros. Instit. Yirg.c. 5. Indeed that 
ab amaritudine, without the adjection of 
mare, is the etymology observed by the 
Jews; as appears by the author of the 
Life of Moses, who relating how Amram 
took Jochebed to wife, and of her begat 
a daughter, addeth, *3 "2 MAW RAPM 
sm a9 on Ya wayAn on NON nya 
Sxeowon She was called Miriam, because ut 
that time the Egyptians, who were the off- 
spring of Cham, made the lives of the sons 
of Israel bitter. And in the like manner 
Sedar Olam, "3 Ow Sy “419 MAW NIP. 

+ This is to be observed, by reason of 
some learned men, who make the name 
of the Virgin different from that of others 
called Mary in the Gospel, upon two 
grounds, in respect of the accent, and 
the termination ; the one being Mapa, 
the other Magia: the first with a Hebrew 
termination, indeclinable, and the accent 
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same with Joshua, so this of Mary was the same with Mirzam.* 
The first of which name recorded was the daughter of Amram, 
the sister of Moses and Aaron, a prophetess ; to whom the 
bringing of Israel out of Egypt is attributed as well as to her 
brethren. ‘‘For I brought thee up out of the land of Egypt 
(saith the Lord), and redeemed thee out of the house of ser- 
vants; and I sent before thee Moses, Aaron, and Miriam.” 
(Mic. vi. 4.) As she was exalted to be one of them who brought 
the people of God out of the Egyptian bondage; so was this 
Mary exalted to become the mother of that Saviour, who 
through the red sea of his blood hath wrought a plenteous re- 
demption for us, of which that was but a type: and even with 
the confession of the lowliness of a handmaid she seems to 


bear that exaltation in her name.t 


inultima ; the latter with a Greek termi- 
nation, declinable, and the accent in pen- 
ultima. As "Ova tig waeBivou Maptam, 
Lukei. 27. in the nominative: ’Asoyed- 
acSat civ Magia, Luke ii. 5. in the da- 
tive : Mi poBnOns waparaBety Magia, Matt. 
i. 20. in the accusative: and mei poo, 
Meeiazu, Luke i. 30. in the vocative case. 
All which belong to the Virgin, who is 
never named Magia: as none of the 
rest by any of the evangelists is ever 
called Maga. But notwithstanding this 
observation, we find the same Virgin’s 
name declined: as, MynorevOeiong Tig pan- 
Tess avToD Magiag, Matt. i. 18. and, div 
yuvargi nat Magia +H panrel vou "Inzov, Acts 
i. 14. both which must come from the 
Greek termination Mapia in recto. And, 
on the contrary, that Mary which St. Paul 
mentioneth, hath the same Hebrew ter- 
mination with the Virgin, “Acracac3e 
Magidee, "Tig WoAAe Exomiacey sig nudes, 
Rom. xvi. 6. Beside, the Syriac trans- 
lation makes no difference between the 
name of these and of the Virgin ; as a7 
py t wAPX oy Xoo Mark xv. 40. 
So again, NMIMN OM NMVOTID OND Matt. 
xxvili.1. And thereforethere can be no suf- 
ficient foundation for any such distinction. 

* For whereas we first read, Exod. xv. 
20. nR‘DIn om the LXX. translate it, 
Mapa 4 weopizig, and the Vulgar Lat. 
Maria Prophetissa. The Hebrew first was 
on Marjam; the Syriac altering the 
Te. 


pronunciation, not the letters, o-1 Mar- 
ee, ¥ 
jam, as for 5yt379, St. And because the 


Greek language admitteth no jod conso- 
nant, they pronounced it Magia. Though 
sometimes indeed, even the Greeks did 
use the barbaroys pronunciation in the 
barbarous words, as Lucian with the La- 
tins makes "lovdatog of three syllables, 
"loudatag Erepoy poaeoY eader AaBov. 
Tragopodagr. 172. 


Again, because no Greek word endeth 
in w«, to make it current in that language, 
it was necessary to alter the termination, 
according to their custom ; as for Annibal 
’awiBac, Asdrubal ’ArdpoBac, Amilkar, 
’Amiauac, and Kaiv, Kais. ‘This was to be 
done sometimes by addition; as Nay 
Naxos, "AREA "ABErog, Aauex Admeexoc, 
"Japed Ideedos, Evang "Evwoog, TiS VH8oc, "Ada 
“Adapnog, ABeadu "ABeapog and "Apaduns. 
And so for Magiaye, Magidpayun OF Magrd.pevn, 
Josephus, Mapidjen rov masddg aderpi, of 
Miriam the sister of Moses; whom in 
another place he calls adeagiy avr Magia- 
peynv. Therefore he thought the name of 
Miriamne to be the same with Miriam, 
And as the Greeks were wont to add their 
own terminations to exotic words ; so did 
they at other times leave out the exotic 
terminations, if thereby their own were 
left. As for n°3x et mn ’ARia and “Awe, 
for mDR et mu ’Ac& and Zaed, for man 
©ued, for Magiar Magia. Wherefore from 
the Hebrew Mirjam came, by variety of 
pronunciation, at first the Syriac Marjam ; 
and from the Syriac Marjam, at first, only 
by variation of the pronunciation, Magia, 
then for the propriety of termination, Mapia. 

t For though that interpretation Do- 
mina may seem to some conveniently 
enough from x, yet that being rather 
from the Chaldees, cannot so well agree 
with Miriam; nor is the 1 so properly 
added at the end, as to the beginning of 
a Hebrew word, where it is usually in 
words of simple signification Heeman- 
tical. Again, though ov 419 may signify 
smyrna maris, or illuminatrix, which St. Je- 
rome rejected ; and stella (or rather stilla, 
which is properly 179) maris, or amaruin 
mare, which he rather embraced: yet 
these compositions are not so proper or 
probable at all, especially in a name dis- 
syllable. Though the Jews themselves 
deduce it from 9412, to signify the bitter- 
ness of the Egyptian bondage, as we read 
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Beside this name of the blessed Virgin, little hath been diss 
covered to us. Christ, who commended the faith of the cen- 
turion, the love of Mary Magdalen, the excellences of John 
the Baptist, hath left not the least encomium of his mother. 
Ths evangelists, who have so punctually described the city, 
family, and genealogy, of Joseph, make no express mention of 
her relations, only of her cousin Elizabeth, who was of the 
tribe of Levi, ‘‘ of the daughters of Aaron.” (Luke i. 5.) Al- 
though it be of absolute necessity to believe that he who was 
born of her descended from the tribe of Judah, and the family 
of David ; yet hath not the Scripture clearly expressed so much 
of her, nor have we any more than an obscure tradition of her 
parents Joachim and Anna.* | 

Wherefore the title added to that name maketh the distinc- 
tion: for as divers characters are given to several persons by 
which they are distinguished from all others of the same com- 
mon nomination, as Jacob is called Israel, and Abraham the 
friend of God, or father of the faithful; so is this Mary suf- 
ficiently characterized by that inseparable companion of her 
name, the Virgin.}+ For the full explication whereof more can- 
not be required, than that we shew, first, That the Messzas was 
to be born of a virgin, according to the prediction of the pro- 
phets; secondly, That this Mary, of whom Christ was born, 
was really a virgin when she bare him according to the rela- 


in Midrash yw, beside the two authors 
before quoted, o»ynn Wow ON KX) 
on “rm nx yet still the addition of the final 
mem is not proper; orifthat should stand 
for on there were no good account to be 
given of the jod. Whereas if we deduce 
it from the radia om with the addition of 
the Heemantic mem, the notation is evi- 
dent, and the signification clear, as of one 
exalted above others. 

* I call this a tradition, because not in 
the written word: and obscure, because 
the first mention we find of it was in the 
fourth century. Epiphanius first informs 
us, who speaking of Joseph, sayshe knew 
thus much : Tuvatne ev nde, avrivern wAdoet, 
nat Shrsav rn dices, wal ex panvedg “Avyng, 
nal éx mareds Iwanciu. Heres. 78. §. 17. 
Again: Ei ayyétaous meornuveicbar od SéAst, 
mow poadrov Thy amd “Awng yeyewnpeévny, Tiy 
Ex FOU "Iwanel tn "Awa Sedmenreévny ; Hares. 
79. §. 5. where he makes mention of the 
history of Mary, and the tradition con- 
cerning her nativity. “H ris Magtagiorepia, 
nal magad0ress Exours, ors EppeOn TH ware 
avrg “Iwansie ty rh Ephuw, O76 yun cov 
cuveanpuia, &c. Damasc. Orthod. Fid. 1. 
iv.c. 15. and Orig. contra Celsum de Pan- 
thera, |. i. §. 32. What this history of 
Mary was, or of what authority those tra- 
ditions were, we cannot learn out of Epi- 
phanius. What the interpolator of Gre- 


gory Nyssen’s Homily produceth, he con- 
fesseth taken from apocryphal writings. 
And divers of the like relations descended 
from the prime and greatest heretics. The 
Gnostics had a book among them, which 
was called Tévwa Mapias. Epiphan. Heres. 
26. §. 12. Amongst the Manichees Seleu- 
cus wrote the history of the Virgin. And 
the Protevangelium Jacobi deceived many 
in relations of this nature. Among which 
many being certainly false, it is not now 
easy (if at all possible) to distinguish 
what part of them or particular is true. 
‘Quod de generatione Mariz Faustus po- 
suit, quod patrem habuerit ex tribu Levi 
sacerdotem quendam nomine Joachim, 
quia Canonicum non est, non me constrin- 
git,’ saith St. Augustin, 1. xxili. conira 
Faustum, c. 9. 

+ Ths oore, » ev role yeves TerdApenne KarsiV 
7d dvopne Maglag THs dyiac, nal Eewrapeevog ode 
evOug émrnveyne Td Taedévov; EE abrav yap rav 
EMLIETWY OVOAATOOY Ket Tg deETig LIopalver Tx 
TEKUneta.e ALiouata rev yar dvoacidy ELAn- 
paciy of Sinatos ender mpemovrws, nal ws he- 
pote, Kalra tv ABpadps mporerébn 70, piros 
cod, nad ob Miarudhcerar +H 9 “laxwB, +d 
"Iogaiir xarsicSar, nal om aarrowInceras® 
nal rolg “AmorroAos, To Boavepyis, Tourer TY, 
viot Bpovriic, nat on deronararsipbnceras’ 
nal on ayia Magia, +0 mapSéves, ual ov rpa- 


mniceres. Epiphan. Heres. 78. §. 6+ 
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tions of the evangelists; thirdly, That being at once the mo- 
ther of the Son of God, and yet a virgin, she continued for ever 
in the same virginity, according to the tradition of the fathers, 
and the constant doctrine of the Church. 

The obdurate Jew, that he might more easily avoid the truth 
of the second, hath most irrationally denied the first ; resolved 
rather not to understand Moses and the prophets, than to ac- 
knowledge the interpretation of the apostles. It will therefore 
be necessary from those oracles which were committed unto 
them, to shew the promised Messias was to be born after a 
miraculous manner, to be the son of a woman, not of a man. 
The first promise of him seems to speak no less, “ the seed of 
the woman shall bruise the serpent’s head :’”’ (Gen. iii. 15.) for 
as the name of seed is not generally or collectively to be taken 
for the generation of mankind, but determinately and indi- 
vidually for that one seed, which is Christ ; so the woman is 
not to be understood with relation unto man, but particularly 
and determinately to that sex from which alone immediately 
that seed should come. 

According to this first evangelical promise followed that pre- 
diction of the prophet, ‘“‘ The Lord hath created a new thing 
on the earth, A woman shall compass a man.” (Jer. xxxi. 22.) 
That new creation of a man is therefore new, and therefore a 
creation, because wrought in a woman only, without a man, 
compassing a man. Which interpretation of the prophet is 
ancient, literal, and clear ; * and whatsoever the Jews have in- 
vented to elude it, is frivolous and forced. For while they 
force the phrase of compassing a man, in the latter part of the 
prediction, to any thing else than a conception, they do not 
only wrest the Scripture, but contradict the former part of the 
promise, making the new creation neither new, as being often 
done, nor a creation, as being easy to perform. 


* For it is not to be denied that the 
proper signification of 11 is circundare or 
cimmgere. KR. Judah has observed but one 
interpretation of this verb, Tnx yoy DDD: 
and Kimchi testifieth that all words which 
come from the root 23D signify encom- 
passing or circuition. ‘Therefore those 
words, 92) 1290N nap) must literally im- 
port no less than that a woman shall en- 
compass, or enclose a man, which, with the 
addition of a new creation, may well bear 
the interpretation of a miraculous con- 
ception. Especially considering that the 
ancient Jews did acknowledge this sense, 
and did apply it determinately to the 
Messias : as appeareth in Bereshit Rabba 
Parash. 89. where shewing that God doth 
heal with that with which he woundeth, 
he saith, As he punished Israel in avirgin, 
so would he also heal them with a virgin, 
according to the prophet, “‘ The Lord hath 
created a new thing on the earth, a wo- 


man shall compass a man.” By the tes- 
timony of R. Hunain the name of R Idi, 
and R. Josuah the son of Levi, 45 m 
nt oy ow mwnn This is Messiah the 
King, of whom it is written, (Psal. ii. 7.) 
“This day have I begotten thee.” And 
again in Midrash Tillim, upon the 2d 
Psalm, R. Huna in the name of R. Idi, 
speaking of the sufferings of the Messiah, 
saith, That when his hour is come, God 
shall say, M93 INNII9 “Sy SIN WN NW YD) 
ynv> oyn nwan I must create him with a 
new creation. And so (by virtue of that 
new creation) he suith, This day have I 
begotten thee. From whence it appeareth 
that this sense is of itself literally clear, 
and that the ancient Rabbins did under- 
stand it of the Messias; whence it fol- 
loweth that the latter interpretations are 
but to avoid the truth which we profess, 
that Jesus was born of a virgin, and there- 
fore is the Christ. 
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But if this prophecy of Jeremy seem obscure, it will be suf- 
ficiently cleared by that of Isaiah, “ Behold a virgin shall con- 
ceive and bear ason, and shall call his name Emmanuel.” (Isa. 
vil. 14.) The ancient Jews immediately upon the promulgation 
of the Gospel,* understanding well how near this place did 
press them, gave .three several answers to this text: First, 
denying that it spake of a virgin at all; +secondly, asserting 
that it could not belong to Jesus st thirdly, affirming that it was 
fully completed in the person of Hezekiah. Whereas the 
original word was translated a virgin, by such interpreters|| as 
were Jews themselves, some hundred years before our Saviour’s 
birth. And did not the notation of the word, and frequent 
use thereof in the Scriptures, persuade it, the wonder of the 
sign given by the Lord himself would evince as much. Butas 
for that conceit, that all should be fulfilled in Hezekiah, it is so 
manifestly and undoubtedly false, that nothing can make more 
for the confirmation of our faith. For this sign was given and 
this promise made (‘a virgin shall conceive and bear a son’’) 
at some time in the reign of Ahaz. This “ Ahaz reigned but 
sixteen years in Jerusalem ;” (2 Kings xvi. 2.) and Hezekiah 
his son, who succeeded him, “ was twenty and five years old 


when he began to reign,” 


(2 Kings xviii. 2.)and therefore born 


several years before Ahaz was king, and consequently not now 


to be conceived when this sign was given. 


Thus while the 


ancient Jews name him only to fulfil the prophecy in whom it 


* How soon these objections were made 
use of by the Jews, will appear by Justin 
Martyr, the first writer which made any 
considerable explication and defence of 
the Christian religion ; who, in his dialogue 
with T'rypho the Jew, ’ shews us what were 
the objections of the Rabbins: ‘Ee’ 3é 
Detic nal of Sdaruarar t UMaY TONLATE reve, 
fandé fiptioSas ev tn meopnreia TOU ‘Hewiov, 
idov n mapdéves é ey yarrel eget, AAD, iSov fh vEedves 
ty yarrel Anleras, wal rékerar uidv. p. 26%. 
And Tertullian, whose works are full of 
the divinity of Justin: ‘Si quando ad de- 
Jiciendos aliquos ab hac divina predica- 
tione, vel convertere singulos simplices 
quosque gestitis, mentiri audetis, quasi 
non Virginem, sed juvenculam, conceptu- 
ram Scriptura contineat.’ Advers. Judéos, 
cap. 9. et adv. Marcionem, lib. ili. cap. 15. 

+ And as they soon began, so did they 
go on, with this objection: ‘ Hodie toto 
jam credente mundo, argumentantur Ju- 
di, Esaia docente de Maria et virgini- 
tate ejus, Ecce virgo in utero concipiet, et 
pariet filium, in Hebrxo juvenculam scrip- 
tum esse, non virginem, id est, halma, non 
bethula.’ 8. Hieron. adv. Helvid. col. 439. 

t ‘Dicunt Judei, Provocemus istam 
predicationem Esaiz, et faciamus com- 
parationem, an Christo, qui jam venit, 
competat illi primo nomen quod Esaias 


predicavit, et insignia ejus que de eo 
nunciavit. Equidem Esaias predicat eum 
Emmanuelem vocari oportere, dehinc vir- 
tutem sumpturum Damasci et spolia Sa- 
marie adversus regem Assyriorum. Porro, 
inquiunt, iste qui venit neque sub ejus- 
modi nomine est dictus, neque re bellica 
functus.’ Tertull. adv. Judeos, c. 9. 

§ So Justin testifieth of the Jews, 
speaking to Trypho, and in him to them : 
‘BE nysiobs Thy Weopnreiay wo ig “ELexiav rey 
yevdprevey bpeaiv Gactrréa.p. 26%, And Trypho 
replies again to Justin : "[dwuev wg Exetyov 
elo Xeworrov Tov Uerepoy dmoderuvvers Elpic Sas, 


iyasig yhe slo “ECextay abriy Aéyouey mwemeo- 


gnrevobat. p. 302. 

|| The LXX. “dod 4 wapBéves ev yarrpl 
Aiferat. Itis true, the rest of the inter- 
preters, concurring with the objection of 
the Jews, translated it, “Idd 4 vegvic, i. e. 
adolescentula, or juvencula. But as their 
antiquity so their authority is far short of 
the LXX. especially in this case, I shall 
not need to shew how the origination of 
maby from oby proves no less. We know 
the affinity of the Punic tongue with the 
Hebrew ; and bythe testimony of St. 
Jerome, ‘Lingua Punica, que de He- 
breorum fontibus manare dicitur, proprie 
virgo alma appellatur.’ V. Lib. Quest. Heb, 
in Gen. c. 24. V. 43. 
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is impossible it should be fulfilled, they plainly shew, that for 
any knowledge which they had, it was not fulfilled till our 
Saviour came: and therefore they cannot with any reason deny 
but that it belonged unto the Messias, as divers of the ancient 
Rabbins thought and confessed : and is yet more evident by 
their monstrous error, who therefore expected no Messias in 
Israel,* because they thought whatsoever was spoken of him 
to have been completed in Hezekiah. Which is abundantly 
enough for our present purpose, being only to prove that the 
Messras promised by God, and expected by the people of God 
before and under the Law, was to be conceived and born of a 
virgin. 

Secondly, As we are taught by the predictions of the pro- 
phets, that a virgin was to be mother of the promised Messvas ; 
so are we assured by the infallible relations of the evangelists, 
that this Mary the mother of Jesus, whom we believe to be 
Christ, was a virgin when she bare him, when she “ brought 
forth her first-born son.” That she was a virgin when and 
after she was espoused unto Joseph, appeareth by the narra- 
tion of St. Luke (i. 27.); “for the angel Gabriel was sent from 
God to a virgin espoused to a man whose name was Joseph.” 
After the salutation of that angel, that she was still so, ap- 
peareth by her question, “‘ How shall this be, seeing I know 
not a man?” That she continued so after she conceived by 
the Holy Ghost, is evident from the relation of St. Matthew : 
for when she was “‘ espoused unto Joseph, before they came 
together, she was found with child of the Holy Ghost.” (Matt. 
1.18.) That she was a virgin not only while she was with 
child, but even when she had brought forth, is also evident 
out of his application of the prophecy: ‘“ Behold, a virgin 
shall be with child, and shall bring forth a son.” (Matt. 1. 23.) 
For by the same prediction itis as manifest that a virgin should 
bring forth, as conceive a son.t Neither was her act of par- 


* It is the known saying of Hillel, record- he inferred, that the Israelites were not 


ed in Sanhedrin, c. Chelek, mw ond px 
IPN 799. IMYIN TaIw Ox iwd There is no 
Messias to the Israelites, because they have 
already enjoyed him in the days of Hezekiah, 
Divers of the latter Rabbins endeavour to 
mollify these words of Hillel by their 
several expositions, but in vain. And R. 
Joseph understood him better, who thought 
he took away all expectation of a Mes- 
sias, and therefore fairly prayed for him, 
Condonet Dominus hoc R. Hillel. Howso- 
ever, it appears that from two principles, 
whereof one was false, he gathered that 
false conclusion. For first, he thought 
those words in Isaiah were spoken of the 
Messias: which proposition was true. 
Secondly, he conceived that those were 
spoken of Hezekiah, and fulfilled in him : 
which proposition was false. From hence 


to expect a Messias after Hezekiah: 
which conclusion was also false. 

t ‘Hec est virgo que in utero con- 
cepit, virgoque peperit fillum. Sic enim 
scriptum est, Ecce virgo in utero concipiet, 
et pariet Filium. Non enim concepturam 
tantummodo Virginem, sed et parituram 
Virginem dixit.’ S. Ambros. Epist. 7. ad 
Siricitum. So he argued from the pro- 
phecy, and St. Augustin from the Creed : 
‘Si vel per nascentem corrumperetur ejus 
integritas, non jam ille de Virgine nasce- 
retur; eumque falso, quod absit, de vir- 
gine natum tota confiteretur Ecclesia, 
que, imitans ejus matrem, quotidie parit 
membra, et Virgo est.’ Enchir. c. 34. As 
also St. Ambrose in the same epistle : 
‘Que potuit Virgo concipere, potuit Virgo 
geherare, quum semper conceptus prece- 
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turition more contradictory to virginity, than that former of 
conception. ; 

Thirdly, We believe the mother of our Lord to have been 
not only before and after his nativity, butalso for ever, the most 
immaculate and blessed Virgin. For although it may be 
thought sufficient as to the mystery of the incarnation,* that 
when our Saviour was conceived and born, his mother was a 
virgin; though whatsoever should have followed after, could 
have no reflective operation upon the first-fruit of her womb ; 
though there be no farther mention in the CREED, than that he 
was born of the Virgin Mary: yet the peculiar eminency and 
unparalleled privilege of that mother, the special honour and 
reverence due unto that Son, and ever paid by her, the regard 
of that Holy Ghost who came upon her, and the power of the 
Highest who overshadowed her, the singular goodness and 
piety of Joseph, to whom she was espoused, have persuaded 
the Church of God in all ages to believe that she still conti- 
nued in the same virginity, and therefore is to be acknowledged 
the Ever-Virgin Mary.+ As if the gate of the sanctuary in 
the prophet Ezekiel were to be understood of her: “This gate 
shall be shut, it shall not be opened, and no man shall enter in 
by it; because the Lord, the God of Israel, hath entered in by 
it, therefore it shall be shut.” (Ezek. xliv. 2.) 

Many, indeed, have taken the boldness to deny this truth, 
because not recorded in the sacred writ;{ and not only so 


dat, partus sequatur. Sed si doctrinis might have done it. Apollinaris, or at 


non creditur sacerdotum, credatur ora- 
culis Christi, credatur monitis Angelorum, 
credatur Symbolo Apostolorum, quod Ec- 
clesia Romana intemeratum semper cu- 
stodit et servat.? And St. Basil upon oc- 
casion of the same prophecy: “H airt 
yur nat mapSévog nal parrnp, nat ev To dys- 
aATUe Tho jWaedeving prtvouTa, Kal THY THg TE- 
uvoyoviag evroyiay xAngovorsovca. Homil. in 
Sanct. Christ. Gen. §. 4. ‘ Virgo peperit, 
quia Virgo concepit.’ Vigil. de unitate 
Trinit. c. 10. 

* Méiver yae Ths xara Thy olxovoreiay UTn~ 
eeciag dyaynala 1 mapdevia, 70d epe|eliig asro- 
Aumeayprovntoy TH Aoyw TOU paurTnelov KaTa- 
Agibouev. S. Basil. Homil. in Sanct. Christ. 
Gen. §. 5: 

t For so the Greek Church always 
called her de:maebevos, and from them the 
Latins, Semper Virgo. 

{ First we read in the time of Origen, 
that some did maintain the virginity of 
Mary no longer than to Christ’s nativity. 
‘ In tantam nescio quis prorupit insaniam, 
ut assereret negatam fuisse Mariam a 
Salvatore, eo quod post nativitatem illius 
juncta fuerit Josepho.’ Homil. 7. in Lu- 
cam. Tertullian himself was produced as 
an assertor of the same opinion ; nor does 
St. Jerome deny it, though I think he 


least his followers, delivered the same, 
says Epiphanius, and Eunomius with his, 
To lwrip pera Thy appacroy uvopoglay cuy- 
arrEW ov WEPpinact rn wapSévw, as Photius 
out of Philostorgius. Not that these 
words in Photius were the words of Phi- 
lostorgius, for he was clearly an Euno- 
mian, and therefore would never express 
their opinions with an od wedeinact. . And 
as he always commended Eunomius, so 
he was not commended but by an Euno- 
mian, that is, a man of his own sect. As 
that epigram, 
Evyopsrayou. 

‘loroginy érédecoa @sod yaeirerot copict. 
Which I therefore mention, because Go- 
tofred hath made an unnecessary emenda- 
tion in the verse, éréAsco” aSéov, and a 
worse interpretation in the inscription, 
taking the Eunomian to be a Catholic, 
and the name of the sect for the name of 
a man; and confirming this error by a 
greater mistake, saying Eunomianus was 
the name of a man, twice spoken of in 
Suidas, once in Eivogsavdg and again in 
tdoure. Itis true indeed Suidas saith ex- 
pressly, Eivoresavog, ovo.a xdpsov, and imme- 
diately adds these words, +év 3€ Eivopescevdy 
EAoure Bediodetos Td Setov Acuredv, as if Be- 
lisarius had baptized one whose name 
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but to assert the contrary as delivered in the Scriptures ; but 


with no success. 


For though, as they object, St. Matthew 


testifieth that Joseph “knew not Mary, until she had brought 
forth her first-born son,” (Matt. 1. 25.) from whence they would 
infer, that afterwards he knew her; yet the manner of the 
Scripture language produceth no such inference.* When 
God said to Jacob, “I will not leave thee until I have done 
that which I have spoken to thee of,’ (Gen. xxviii. 15.) it fol- 
loweth not that when that was done, the God of Jacob left 


him. 


When the conclusion of Deuteronomy was written, it 


was said of Moses, ‘“‘ No man knoweth of his sepulchre unto 
this day ;” (Deut. xxxiv. 6.) but it were a weak argument to 


was Eunomianus. But the words are 
taken out of Procopius in Hist. Arcana, 
p- 2. from whence it appears that he who 
was baptized was by name Theodosius, 
and by sect an Eunomian.. And what- 
soever his name was who wrote that epi- 
gram on the History of Philostorgius, he 
was certainly by sect an Kunomian, and 
that was intended in the inscription, writ- 
ten without question by some Catholic, 
who thought no man could commend the 
History of Philostorgius but one of his 
own opinion. These contradictors of the 
perpetual virginity of the mother of our 
Lord afterwards increased to a greater 
number, whom Epiphanius calis by a ge- 
neral name Antidicomarianite. And from 
him St. Augustin : ‘ Antidicomarianite ap- 
pellati sunt Heretici, qui Marie Virgi- 
nitati usque adeo contradicunt, ut affir- 
ment eam post Christum natum viro suo 
fuisse commixtam.’ de Heres. 56. con- 
demned under that name by the sixth ge- 
neral Council, Act. 2. [xi.] The same 
were called by the Latins, Helvidiani, from 
Helvidius (a disciple of Auxentius the 
Arian), whose name is most made use of, 
because refuted by St. Jerome. He was 
followed by Jovinian, a monk of Milan, 
as St. Jerome testifieth ; though St. Au- 
gustin delivereth his opinion otherwise : 
‘Virginitatem Marie destruebat, dicens 
eam pariendo fuisse corruptam.’ Heres. 
82. And Bonosus, a bishop in Macedo- 
nia, referred by the Council of Capua to 
the judgment of Anysius bishop of Thes- 
salonica, was condemned for the same, as 
appeareth by the 79th Ep. of St. Ambrose, 
written to Theophilus and Anysius : ‘ Sane 
non possumus negare de Marie filiis jure 
reprehensum, meritoque vestram Sanctita- 
tem abhorruisse, quod ex eodem utero vir- 
ginali, ex quo secundum carnem Christus 
natus est, alius partus effusus sit.’ This 
is the catalogue of those by the ancients 
accounted heretics, for denying the per- 
petual virginity of the mother of our Lord. 

* For in the word “Ews there is no such 


force. Td Ewg ob ordvrw avridiapeirar ro 
MEAAOTI, AANA TO MEX pL ety TOUSE TIONcL, 7d 
peta Toure SE obx avalveras, S. Greg. Naz. 
Orat. 2. de Filio. Td Ew worranov y¢povov 
fev Tivee Sonet wWeptogie prov daropaivey, xaTa OE 
wiv annOsay 76 dderroy Seixvucw. S. Basil. 
Homil. in Sanct. Christ. Gen. §. 5. "ESo¢ 
Th ypapn Thy pliow ravrny pod Bot Steopiopeévov 
wiOévar yxedvov. S. Chrysost. in Matt. Ho- 
mil. 5. To°Ews wonrduse nat g@t rov dinve- 
xaG EV TH Dein yeadn supiznomesy meiecevov. Isid. 
Pelus. lib. i. ep. 18. Td “Ems wodraxod 
ove Em! Yedvou AEyEL, GAN Esl TOU avTOv medy- 
pearos. Adria. Isag. in S.S. To"Ews évore rev 
mesg avriSiarroany Tou Ep|elis yedvov mwaga- 
AapBaveras, éviore 9 ovv Egt Snrwoes peyarwy 
ety Eoyav nai Seomeerav: naldmee nad vov ov 
Mev mpeg avridsarroniv Eréeou Hedvov TiVEC, 
aAAG nal evayrioy cig ta@odnAwow ameedvrou 
Saothwaros. Phot. ep. 30. In the same 
manner it is observed by the Greek gram- 
marians of geiv, that if any one declared 
that he did it not welv before such a thing 
were done, it followeth not that he did it 
when or after that thing was done. As 
when Helena saw and knew Ulysses a spy 
in Troy, she promised upon oath that she 
would discover him to none till he was 
safe returned to the Grecian fleet ; 


Kat apnora napreeoy doenoy, 

Mh peey wolv Oduciia usta Tewerc’ dvapivas, 
’ \ > ~? \ , 29 
Tely ye viv &o vias ve Dodo xdiclag tT adi- 

nec Bar, Od. A. 05953 


And yet it is not likely (says Eustathius), 
that Helena did ever discover Ulysses to 
the Trojans after he was returned : “Ey 32 
7TH, Mi mply Oducciia Tpwoly dvapivar, mely 
avroy £6 ving tnésSat, elrrep pon doxet miOavov 
a > , x > ~ er, * 2 ~ 
WH EVADYIOTOY TO aVadnVaL OAwWS TOV Oduesiia 
Toig Tpwolv, évOupenréoy tiv Suvamety Tou, car 
mply qoticas rode vs omely av thd pevnras, 

e 2 led c U ny», x \ 
(aris ev cn A pabwdia Tig TArddoo xeirar) nat 
pavetras Exeidev, wo ovmetuds Thy “EAgyny elarety 

~ 3 ~ ‘ ~ >? , > NS > 
Tog ~IAseves meet Tov Odvoctws ovde ore £i¢ 
viiag nat wrirlag apinero altos. A negation 
anteceding ply or £ws, is no affirmation 
following them. 
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infer from thence, that the sepulchre of Moses hath been known 
ever since. When Samuel had delivered a severe prediction 
unto Saul, he ‘came no more to see him until the day of his 
death ;” (1 Sam. xv. 35.) but it were a strange collection to 
infer, that he therefore gave him a visit after he was dead. 
‘Michal the daughter of Saul had no child until the day of 
her death ;” (2 Sam. vi. 23.) and yet it were a ridiculous stu- 
pidity to dream of any midwifery in the grave. Christ pro- 
mised his presence to the apostles “unto the end of the 
world :” (Matt. xxviii. 20.) who ever made so unhappy a con- 
struction as to infer from thence, that for ever after he would 
be absent from them ? 

Again, it is true that Christ is termed the first-born son of 
Mary,* from whence they infer she must needs have a second; 
but might as well conclude, that wheresoever there is one, 
there must be two. For in this particular the Scripture-notion 
of priority excludeth an antecedent, but inferreth not a conse- 
quent : it supposeth none to have gone before, but concludeth 
not any to follow after. ‘‘ Sanctify unto me (saith God) all 
the first-born ;” which was a firm and fixed law, immediately 
obliging upon the birth: whereas if the first-born had included 
a relation to a second, there could have been no present cer- 
tainty, but 2 suspension of obedience; nor had the first-born 
been sanctified of itself, but the second birth had sanctified 
the first. And well might any sacrilegious Jew have kept 
back the price of redemption due unto the priest,} nor could 
it have been required of him, till a second offspring had ap- 
peared ; and so no redemption at all had been required for an 
only son. Whereas all such pretences were unheard of in the 
Law, because the original Hebrew word{ is not capable of any 
such construction; and in the Law itself it carrieth with it 
a clear interpretation, ‘“‘ Sanctify unto me all the first-born: 
whatsoever openeth the womb among the children of Israel, 
both of man and beast, it is mine.” (Exod. xiii. 2.) The aper- 
tion of the womb determineth the first-born ;§ and the law of 


* For I shall not deny that Christ was 
called the first-born in respect of his mo- 
ther, though Epiphanius thought that a 
sufficient answer: Odx Eley, oT: Eyévneg 
Tov Mowrsronoy adtiise BAN ovK Eyvw adriy, 
Ew Eyevnce roy uidov avTng. Hal om Efore, Tov 
TewroroKov avec, GARG Tov mewToToKoy. "Eq! 
fAev Yap TH Vid ating Eohmavey, EF aitig nate 
ciera yeyewhodar él 38 Th TOU mewToTdKoU 
Emovysia ovxeTt Td avriig Eero, AAA memTd- 
conov provev. Heres. 78. §.17. As if her 
son the first-born were not her first-born 
son. Ov wdvTws 6 wewritoneg OrpIg TodS 
Eqriywopetvous Exes tiv cUyeeiciv, AAA’ 6 Tee- 
Tov Siavoiywv panteay Tpwrorones dvopalerat. 
S. Basil. Hom. in Sanct. Christ. Gen. §. 5. 
‘ Primogenitus est non tantum post quem 


et alii, sed ante quem nullus.’ S. Hieron. 
adv. Helvid. col. 443. It is observed by 
Servius, on that of Virgil’s Atneid. i. 5. 
‘ Troje qui primus ab oris,’ that primus is 
post quem nullus. 

+ Thus Jerome makes his plea: ‘ Quid 
me in unius mensis stringis articulo? 
quid primogenitum vocas, quem an se- 
quantur fratres ignoro? Exspecta donec 
nascatur secundus : nihil debeo sacerdoti, 
nisi et ille fuerit procreatus, per quem is 
qui ante natus est incipiat esse primo- 
genitus.’ Advers. Helvid. col. 443. 

eae) 

§ ‘ Definivit sermo Dei, quid sit Pvi- 
mogenitum ; Omne, inquit, quod aperit vul- 
vam.’ S. Hier. adv. Helv. col. 445. 
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redemption excludeth all such tergiversation: “Those that 
are redeemed, from a month old thou shalt redeem ;’’ (Numb. 
xviii. 16.) no staying to make up the relation, no expecting 
another birth to perfect the redemption. Being then “ they 
brought our Saviour to Jerusalem to present him to the Lord ; 
as it is written in the Law of the Lord, Every malethat openeth 
the womb shall be called holy to the Lord ;’ (Luke 11. 22, 23.) 
it is evident he was called the first-born of Mary according to 
the notion of the Law of Moses, and consequently that title 
inferreth no succession, nor proveth the mother to have any 
other offspring. 

Indeed, as they thirdly object, it cannot be denied but that 
we read expressly in the Scriptures of the brethren of our Lord: 
“ He went down to Capernaum, he, and his mother, and his 
brethren,” (John ii. 12.) and, “ While he talked unto the people, 
his mother and his brethren stood without, desiring to speak 
with him.” (Matt. xii. 46.) But although his mother and his 
brethren be named together, yet they are never called the sons 
of his mother; and the question is not whether Christ had any 
brethren, but whether his mother brought forth any other chil- 
dren? It is possible Joseph might have children before Mary 
was espoused to him; and then as he was reputed and called 
our Saviour’s father, so might they well be accounted and 
called his brethren, as the ancient fathers,* especially of the 
Greek Church, have taught. Nor need we thus assert that 
Joseph had any offspring, because the language of the Jews 
includeth in the name of brethren not only the strict relation of 


* Origen first delivereth it on St. Matt. 


lact, @icumenius, and Nicephorus. These 
and Eusebius sheweth his opinion, speak- 


all seem to have followed an old tradi- 


ing of St. James the brother of our Lord, 
Hist. Ecel.\.ii.c. 1. Tore Mira nat lanw- 
Roy tiv rot Kugiou reydpcevov adedcoy, ers On 
uat odTes "Iwo dvouacro mais, tou O¢ 
Xeirrod warne 6 Iwonp. So we read, as it 
is set forth by R. Stephan. But in my 
book collated.with an ancient MS. “om 
SE nat OUTS vidg Hy TOU woh Tod vopesCorrévov 
oiovel rareds To Xeizrov. Which is much 
more plain ; for aviuarro wats is nothing 
so pertinent in this particular, as vide iv. 
So Epiphanius :7Hy yae 6 ‘IduwBog obrog vide 
FU "lwond Ew yyvarnog TOU ‘Iwoip, on dard 
Magiac. Heres, 29.§. 4. And Heres, 42. 
§. 12. speaking of the rest he calls them : 
Tos viods Iwrnp EK Tig bvTWS abTOU aAAnG 
yuvaindc. Thus St. Hilary: ‘ Homines 
pravissimi hinc presumunt opinionis sue 
auctoritatem, quod plures Dominum no- 
strum fratres habuisse sit traditum, quasi 
Mariz illi fuissent, et non potius Joseph 
ex priore conjugio suscepti.’ Com. in Matt. 
c. 1. Thus also St. Ambrose de Virg. 
And generally all the fathers to that time, 
and the Greeks afterwards. St. Chry- 
sostom, St. Cyril, Euthymius, Theophy- 


tion, which is partly still continued, in 
Epiphanius : "Eoye 82 obr0g 6 “Iwai riv meV 
mearny a’rou yuvatka éx Tig puAtis “lovda* 
nai uvione adro arn waidag roy derdparoy EL, 
ricoagas pasy dppevac, Indretac dé Svo. Heres. 
78. §. 7 The first of these six children 
was James: per avroy 08 yiveras Wats look 
KALAULAEVOG, ELTA LET avTov Yumewy, EmerTe 
*Iovdug* ual S00 Suyarépes, 1 Magia, nat n Sa- 
Adun xarovjévn. Ibid. §. 8. Thus had the 
Greeks a distinct relation of the sons and 
daughters of Joseph, and of the order of 
their generation. Whose authority I shall 
conclude with that of Jobius Gicon. 1. ix, 
"Ede waréea ual aderodg emt yitg dvonracas 
Tov dordroga, oUM Ex Tay AnoTaY nal Tovnpay 
Tovroug ELertEaro, adAw TovS EV Sunacoodyn 
Niarapwovras Toovres yap Iwai, nat ob rov- 
vou maidces. In Phot. Biblioth. 222. c. 38, 
col. 642. And that of Amphilochius 
Jun. "Haicrncav $€ more xal of rod “Imoih 
viol, uabdg prapruged 6 Elayyeniorns, xat 7H 
meien Sdaxdivres Td aAndes, yeyeaphuacty 
"lauweog ual “lovdac wavel Ta noo pew, Oeov ual 
Kuelov “Inzod Xesrrod Sovaroug Eavrods eivat. 
Orat. in Deip. in fin. 
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fraternity, but also the larger of consanguinity; and therefore 
it is sufficient satisfaction for that expression, that there were 
such persons allied unto the blessed Virgin. ‘ We be bre- 
thren,” (Gen. xii. 8.) said Abraham unto Lot; when Abraham 
was the son of Terah, Lot of Haran, and consequently not his 
brother, but his nephew, and, as elsewhere properly styled, 
“the son of his brother.” (Gen. xii. 5.) “‘ Moses called Mishael 
and Elzaphan the sons of Uzziel the uncle of Aaron, and said 
unto them, Come near, carry your brethren from before the 
sanctuary :” (Lev. x. 4.) whereas those brethren were Nadab 
and Abihu, the sons, not of Uzziel, but of Aaron. ‘Jacob 
told Rachel that he was her father’s brother, and that he was 
Rebekah’s son;” (Gen. xxix. 12.) whereas Rebekah was the 
sister of Rachel’s father. It is sufficient therefore, that the 
evangelists, according to the constant language of the Jews, 
call the kindred of the blessed Virgin the brethren and sisters 
of her only son; which indeed is something the later, but the 
most generally approved, answer.* 

And yet this difficulty, though usually no farther considered, 


* The first, I conceive, who returned 
this answer was St. Jerome, in a tractate 
written in his youth at Rome against Hel- 
vidius ; wherein, after a long discourse of 
several acceptations of brethren in the 
Scriptures, he thus concludes: ‘ Restat 
igitur, ut fratres eos intelligas appeliatos 
cognatione, non affectu, non gentis privi- 
legio, non natura, quo modo Lot Abrahe, 
quo modo Jacob Laban est appellatus 
frater.’ Adv. Helvid. col. 448. And as for 
the other opinion of those which went be- 
fore him, he says it was grounded merely 
upon an apocryphal history, Com. in Matt. 
c. xil. 49. col. 639. ‘ Quidam fratres 
Domini de alia uxore Joseph filios su- 
spicantur, sequentes deliramenta Apo- 
cryphorum, et quandam Escham mulier- 
culam confingentes.’ Indeed Origen him- 
self, followed in this particular by the 
Greek Church, did confess no less ; who 
tells the authors from whom that inter- 
pretation first arose: ‘Fratres autem 
Jesu putabant nonnulli esse, (ex tradi- 
tione Hebreorum sumpta occasione, ex 
evangelio quod titulum habet juata Pe- 
trum, aut ex libro Jacobi) filios Joseph ex 
priore uxore, que convixerat ipsi ante- 
quam duceret Mariam.’ In Matt. xiii. 55. 
This Jacobus mentioned by Origen, is the 
same with him whom Eustathius men- 
tions in Heraemero, p. 70. ed. Lugd. 1629. 
“Afsey 3é tiv boropiay, nv deLeros wept Tig ayiag 
Maglas “IdnwBog tig, ewerSety. Where he 
reckons Joseph inter rods yngevovras, and 
Epiphanius calls Idxaos “EBeatoc, Lib. de 
Vit. B. Marie. Virg. St. Jerome therefore 


observing that the former opinion of Jo- - 


seph’s sons was founded merely upon an 


apocryphal writing, and being ready to 
assert the virginity of Joseph as well as 
Mary, first invented the other solution in 
the kindred of Mary, as founded not only 
in the language, but also testimony of the 
Scriptures: ‘ Quidam fratres Domini de 
alia uxore Joseph filios suspicantur, se- 
quentes deliramenta Apocryphorum, et 
quandam Escham mulierem confingentes. 
Nos autem sicut in libro quem contra Hel- 
vidium scripsimus continetur, fratres Do- 
mini non filios Joseph, sed consobrinos 
Salvatoris, Marie liberos intelligimus 
matertere Domini, que esse dicitur mater 
Jacobi minoris et Joseph et Judz, quos 
in alio Evangelii loco fratres Domini le- 
gimus appellatos. Fratres autem conso- 
brinos dici omnis Scriptura demonstrat.’ 
S. Hier. in Matt. xii. 49. col. 639. After 
St. Jerome, St. Augustin embraced this 
opinion: ‘ Consanguinei Virginis Marie 
fratres Domini dicebantur. Erat enim 
consuetudinis Scripturarum appellare fra- 
tres quoslibet consanguineos et cogna- 
tionis propinquos.’ In Ioan. Tract. 28. §. 3. 
item Tract. 10. §.2. et contra Faustum, 
l. xxii. c. 35. Although therefore he 
seem to be indifferent in his exposition of 
the Epistle to the Galatians, 1.15. ‘Ja- 
cobus Domini frater, vel ex filiis Joseph 
de alia uxore, vel ex cognatione Marie 
matris ejus, debet intelligi:’ yet because 
this exposition was written while he was 
a presbyter, and those before-mentioned 
after he was made a bishop; therefore 
the former was taken for his undoubted 
opinion, and upon his and St. Jerome’s 
authority, hath been generally since re- 
ceived in the Latin Church. 
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is not fully cleared; for they which impugned the perpetual 
virginity of the mother of our Lord, urged it farther, pretending 
that as the Scriptures called them the brethren of Christ, so they 
also shewed them to be the sons of Mary the mother of Christ. 
For first, the Jews express them particularly by their names, 
“Is not his mother called Mary? and his brethren, James, 
and Joses, and Simon, and Judas ?” (Matt. xiii. 55.) There- 
fore James and Joses were undoubtedly the brethren of Christ, 
and the same were also as unquestionably sons of Mary :* for 
among the women at the cross we find ‘‘Mary Magdalene, 
and Mary the mother of James and Joses.” (Matt. xxvii. 56.) 
Again, this Mary they think can be no other than the mother 
of our Lord, because they find her early in the morning at the 
sepulchre with Mary Magdalene and Salome; (Mark xvi. 1.) 
and it is not probable that any should have more care of the 
body of the son than the mother.+ She then who was certainly 
present at the cross, was not probably absent from the sepul- 
chre: wherefore they conclude, she was the mother of Christ, 
‘who was the mother of James and Joses, the brethren of 
Christ. 

And now the urging of this argument will produce a greater 
clearness in the solution of the question. For if it appear that 
Mary the mother of James and Joses was different and dis- 
tinguished from Mary the Virgin; then will it also be appa- 
rent that the brethren of our Lord were the sons of another 
mother, for James and Joses were so called. But we read in 
St. John, that “ there stood by the cross of Jesus, his mother, 
and his mother’s sister, Mary the wife of Cleophas, and Mary 
Magdalene.” (John xix. 25.) In the rest of the evangelists we 
find at the same place “ Mary Magdalene, and Mary the mo- 
ther of James and Joses;” (Matt. xxvii. 56. Mark xv. 40.) 
and again at the sepulchre, “« Mary Magdalene and the other 
Mary :” (Matt. xxviii. 1.) wherefore that other Mary, by the 
conjunction of these testimonies, appeareth to be Mary the wife 
of Cleophas, and the mother of James and Joses; and conse- 
quently James and Joses, the brethren of our Lord, were not 
the sons of Mary his mother, but of the other Mary,{ and there- 
fore called his brethren according to the language of the Jews, 
because that the other Mary was the sister of his mother. 


* From this place Helvidius argued : 
‘Hee eadem vocabula in alio loco nomi- 
nari, et eosdem esse fratres Domini filios 
Marie.’ S. Hier. advers. Helv. col. 444. 
And from the next he concluded: ‘ Ecce 
Jacobus et Joses, filii Mariz, quos Judzi 
fratres appellarunt.’ Ibid. col. 445. 

t Here Helvidius exclaiming triumphed: 
‘Quam miserum erit et impium de Maria 
hoc sentire, ut cum aliz femine curam 
sepulture habuerint, matrem ejus dicamus 
absentem !’ Ibid. col. 445, 


¢ ‘Jacobus qui appellatur frater Do- 
mini, cognomento Justus, ut nonnulli ex- 
istimant, Joseph ex alia uxore, ut autem 
mihi videtur, Marie sororis Matris Do- 
mini, cujus Joannes in libro suo meminit, 
filius.’ S. Hieron. in Catalogo Script. Eccles. 
n. 4. col. 346. ‘Sicut in sepulcro ubi 
positum est corpus Domini, nec antea 
nec postea mortuus jacuit: sic uterus 
Marie nec antea nec postea quicquam 
mortale suscepit.’ S. August. in Loan. 
Tract. 28. 
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Notwithstanding therefore all these pretensions, there can 
be nothing found to raise the least suspicion of any interrup- 
tion of the ever-blessed Mary’s perpetual virginity. For as she 
was a virgin when she conceived, and after she brought forth 
our Saviour; so did she continue in the same state and condi- 
tion, and was commended by our Saviour to his beloved dis- 
ciple, as a mother only now of an adopted son. 

The third consideration belonging to this part of the Article 
is, how this Virgin was a mother, what the foundation was of 
her maternal relation to the Son of God, what is to be attributed 
unto her in this sacred nativity, beside the immediate work of 
the power of the Highest, and the influence of the Holy Ghost. 
For we are here to remember again the most ancient form of 
this Article, briefly thus delivered, born of the Holy Ghost, and 
Virgin Mary; as also that the word born* was not taken pre- 
cisely for the nativity of our Saviour, but as comprehending in 
it whatsoever belonged to his human generation; and when 
afterward the conception was attributed to the Spirit, the 
nativity to the Virgin; it was not so to be understood, as if 
the Spirit had conceived him, but the blessed Virgin, by the 
power and operation of the Spirit. 

First, therefore, we must acknowledge a true, real, and pro- 
per conception, by which the Virgin did conceive of her own 
substance the true and real substance of our Saviour,+ accord- 
ing to the prediction of the prophet, ‘‘ Behold, a virgin shall 
conceive,” (Isa. vil. 14.) and the annunciation of the angel, 
‘‘ Behold, thou shalt conceive in thy womb.” (Luke 1. 31.) 
From whence our Saviour is expressly termed by Elizabeth 
“the fruit§ of her womb.” (Luke 1, 42.) 

Secondly, As she did at first really and properly conceive, 
so did she also nourish and increase the same body of our Sa- 
viour, once conceived, by the true substance of her own; by 
which “she was found with child of the Holy Ghost,” (Matt. 
i. 18.) and is described going with Joseph “ to be taxed, being 
great with child,”|| (Luke ii. 5,) and pronounced happy by 
that loud cry of the woman in the Gospel, “ Blessed is the 
womb that bare thee.” (Luke xi. 27.) : 

Thirdly, When Christ was thus conceived, and grew in the 
womb of the blessed Virgin, she truly and really did bring 
forth a son, by a true and proper parturition ; and Christ thereby 
was properly born, by a true nativity.** Foras we read, “ Eli- 


* Tevnbévre. 


+*Tantum ad nativitatem carnis ex 
se dedit, quantum ex se foeminz edendo- 
ram corporum susceptis originibus im- 
pendunt.’ S. Hilar. 1. x. de Trinit. c. 15. 

¢ That is, by a proper conception, cua- 
Aabeiy ev yarrpi: the Syriac in one word 
yon ‘ac si diceres, ventrescere.’ So the 
LXX. translated the simple m7 év yacret 
Anteras. As therefore ey yaorpl Exew ex- 


presseth a proper gravidation, so doth év 
yaorpt cvdAAaBety a proper conception. Ac- 
cording to that expression of Gregory Na- 
zlanzen : @ixa prtv, ort ywple avdeosr dv- 
Opmminds 86, Ort vow xvncewo. Ep. i. ad 
Cledon. 

§ Heb. oa 5 

|| Oven tyutw 

Gs “H xoAla 4 Pacracacd oe. 

** TlemAngopoenpetvous eig Tov Kugtoy hudy 
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zabeth’s full time came, that she should be delivered, and she 
brought forth a son ;” (Luke i. 57.) so in the like simplicity of 
expression, and propriety of speech, the same evangelist speaks 
of Mary, ‘‘ The days were accomplished that she should be de- 
livered, and she brought forth her first-born son.” (Luke ii. 6, 7.) 

Wherefore from these three, a true conception, nutrition, 
and parturition, we must acknowledge that the blessed Virgin 
was truly and properly the mother of our Saviour.* And so 
is she frequently styled the mother of Jesus, in the language of 
the evangelists, and by Elizabeth particularly, the mother of 
her Lord, as also by the general consent of the Church (because 
he which was born of her was God)+ the Detpara; + which 


arnBas oyvra, x yévoug AaBid nate capxa, 
vidyv Oecd xara O&Anua nat dSdvaper Oecd, 
yeyevnpctvoy arnOaic én wapOévov. S. Ignat. 
Epist. ad Smyr. c. 1. 

* «Veri et proprii filii quis nisi ab- 
surdissimus neget vere et proprie esse 
matrem? Facundus |. i. c. 4. ‘ Hocet ad 
credendum difficile, et dignum contro- 
versia videbatur, utrum Deum illa Virgo 
genuerit, ceterum quod vere et proprie 
genuerit, quicquid est ille quem genuit, 
nulli dignum disceptationis apparet.’ Ibid. 

+ Tlaig yap ov @zordnee n Oedv vidv Exouce ; 
Theod. Abucara, disp. 12. 

+ This name was first in use in the 
Greek Church, which delighting in the 
happy compositions of that language, 
called the blessed Virgin @eoréxov. From 
whence the Latins in imitation styled 
her ‘ Virginem Deiparam et Deigeni- 
tricem.’ Meursius in his Glossary, sets 
the original of this title in the time of 
Justinian: ‘Inditum hoc nomen est 
matri Domini ac Servatoris nostri Jesu 
Christi a Synodo V. Constantinopolitana 
tempore Justiniani.” Whereas this was 
not the original, but the confirmation of 
that title. ‘In hac Synodo Catholice est 
institutum, ut Beata Maria semper virgo 
@zorox0g diceretur ; quia sicut catholica 
fides habet, non hominem solum, sed vere 
Deum et hominem, genuit.’ Paul. Warnef. 
de Gest. Longobard. |. vi. c. 14. So speak- 
eth he of the same Synod ; and it is true, 
for the seventh Canon of the same run- 
neth thus: El tig xara avapoedy } nara- 
Kenorinss Oeoronoy Akyes tiv cylav, evdogoy, 
desmraeSévoy Magiay—aarra pan xuelws mal Kar” 
AANDELay OeoTonov averiv oporoyelr—o TorovTos 
avabeua gorw, Otherwise in this Council 
was but confirmed what had been deter- 
mined and settled long before; and 
therefore Photius says thereof, epist. 1. 
AUtn 4 Xuivodog Necrogiou marw Te peraee 
mrapapuoprtva Soypara cig To wavrenss Efeé- 
pice’ that it utterly cut off the heresy of 
Nestorius, which then began to grow up 
again. Now part of the heresy of Nes- 


torius, was the denial of this @eordxos, 
and the whole was nothing else but the 
ground of that denial. And therefore 
being he was condemned for denying of 
it, that title must be acknowledged au- 
thentic, which he denied from the time of 
the Council of Ephesus; in which those 
fathers, saith Photius, expressly: iy 
maveKeavroy nat dermapbévey (Xeirrov ) untéen 
xupiong nat dAnOae narsicbas nal dvevpnucto Sas 
Oeordxw magadedanact. Epist.1. And that 
it was so then is manifest, because by 
the denial of this the Nestorian heresy 
was first discovered, not in Nestorius him- 
self, but in his presbyter Anastasius, who 
first in a sermon magisterially delivered : 
@coréxov viv Mapiay xereirw pendsig. Socrat. 
Eccl. Hist. 1. vii. c. 32. and Liberat. Bre- 
viar. c. 4, as also Evagrius and Nicepho- 
rus. Upon which words arising a tumult, 
Nestorius took his presbyter’s part, teach- 
ing the same doctrine constantly in the 
Church, xai wavrayod viv Agzw Tov Oeordn0g 
euBdrrwy. And thereupon the tumult 
grew so great, that a general Council for 
that reason was called by Theodosius 
junior, Tod Nerropiou riv aylay Maglav sivas 
Ozordxoy devouszévov, as Justinian testifieth, 
Ep. ad V. Synodum. In which, when all 
things seemed clearly to be carried against 
Nestorius and his faction, he hoped to 
have reconciled all by this feigned ac- 
knowledgment: AsyicSw ual @sordnog 4 
Magia, xal wavocacSw ra Avenged. Socrat. 
l. vii. c. 34. Liberat. Brev. c. 6. It is 
plain then, that the Council of Ephesus, 
which condemned Nestorius, confirmed 
this title @eordx0¢, I say, confirmed it; for 
it is evident that it was before used in the 
Church, by the tumult which arose at the 
first denial of it by Anastasius; and so 
confirmed it as received before, because 
they approved the epistles of St. Cyril, 
who proved it by the usage of those 
fathers which preceded him. Where by 
the way it is observable, that while St. 
Cyril produceth nine several fathers for 
the use of this word, and both before 
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being a compound title begun in the Greek Church, was re- 
solved into its parts by the Latins, and so the Virgin was 
plainly named the mother of God.* 


and after he produceth them, affirmeth 
that they all did use it; there are but 
three of them who expressly mention it, 
Athanasius, Antiochus, and Ammon, 
Epist. ad Reginas de Rect. Fid. p. 47. 
seqq. And it is something to be admired, 
that he should so name the other six, and 
recite those places out of them which had 
it not, when there were before him so many 
beside them that used it. As Gregory 
Nazianzen: E? tig od @eordnoy tiv Maplay 
bmora Raver, xwels goat vis Seorntog. Epist. 
1. ad Cledon. and in his first oration de 
Filio speaking of the difference of his ge- 
neration from that of others: Tov yap 
By Trois cog Eyvmg Ocordnoy waedévev; And 
St. Basil asserteth: pei naradéxecdar ray 
Piroxeicran Tiv anolv, OTL WoTe EWavoaro 
Elves @apbévoc  Oeorduos. Hom. in Sanct. 
Christ. Gen. §. 5. And that in the time 
of St. Basil and St. Gregory, this term 
was usual, appeareth by the objection 
of Julian, who derided the Christians 
for thinking God could be born of a 
woman : @éordxov dE ices ov maverOs Mapiav 
xanrovvrec. S. Cyril. Alex. ¢ Jul. 1. vii. 
Before both these Eusebius speaketh of 
Helena, who built a church at Bethlehem: 
“H Bacinic i OeoreBecrarn sig @tordnou Thy 
nunow puvipaars Oauparrots narexiopet. De 
vita Const. 1, iii. c. 43. And before Eu- 
sebius, Alexander bishop of Alexandria : 
"Amaeyn yéyovev 6 Kupiog haw “Incods Xeirroe, 
capa pogtcac dAnOé&s, ual ov ounces, Ex Ths 
@rordxov Mapiag. Ep. ad Alex. apud Theod. 
l.i.c. 4. Before him Dionysius Alexand. 
calls our Saviour: tov capuwlévra éx vriig 
dyliag mapbévov nal @eordxoy Mapiag.  Kpist. 
ad Paulum Samosat. p. 276. t. i. Biblioth. 
Patr. Gr. Par. 1624. And speaking of 
the words of Isaiah, ‘‘ a virgin shall con- 
Ceive :” Asixvucwy drs h Oeorox0g tive cuve- 
AaBev, i magBévog Snrovorr. Resp. ad Quest. 
5. And in the answer to the same ques- 
tion: Tveduars dyin idparras, nal cxe@erar 
Tn Suvdpree TO wriorou fh deluwnerog oxnvy 
TOU Os0U, Magia fi @eordnos, ual maebévoc. 
And again: Odrwo# adver wal wept rod 
yewnbévros x Tig Oeordxov. In answer to 
the seventh question: Ai +d gedyew sic 
Aiyurrov Tov "lwo dua +H Oeorduy Magia 
ev dynddais pegourn tiv xataduyiy tay. 
And so often.. Nay, yet before him 
Origen did not only use, but expound 
at large the meaning of that title @e0- 
+éxog, in his first tome on the Epistle to 
the Romans, as Socrates and Liberatus 
testify. Well therefore did Antiochus, 
bishop of Antioch, urge the ancient fathers 
against Nestorius, calling it: meécopov 


Bvopect Hal TETPLALLEVOY MOAADIC TAY Ilaréewy. 
And again: IToAdActe ray Tarépwy xai cuy- 
vebev, nat yeapév, ual pubév, Todro yap 
75 dvopea, SAYS he, oddElg Tay ExxAnciactinay 
Sdacndrov magnrnras’ of Te yae Kpnrderevos 
avT® Worrol nal Eqrionrot, of TE fan KenTd= 
fAEV0b ODH ErrEAGBovTO THY Yencapetvwv. Concil. 
Ephes. p. 1. c. 25. 

* Although ©oréxog may be extended 
to signify as much as the mother of God, 
because tixrery doth sometimes denote as 
much as yeway, and therefore it hath been 
translated Dei genitrix as wellas Deipara ; 
yet those ancient Greeks which call the 
Virgin @eordxos, did not call her penréga 
vo @sod. But the Latins translating 
@eordx0g Dei genitrix, and the Greeks 
translating Dei genitrix Oeov penznp, they 
both at last called her plainly the mother 
of God. The first which the Greeks ob- 
served to style her so, was Leo the Great, 
as was observed by Ephraim Patriarch of 
Theopolis, whose words have been very 
much mistaken by two learned men, Dio- 
nysius Petavius and Leo Allatus, who 
have produced them to prove that Leo 
Magnus was the first man which ever used 
the word @eoréxog. A strange error this 
must needs appear in so great a person 
as a patriarch, and that of the Greek 
Church; and indeed not imaginable, 
considering how well he was versed in 
those controversies, and how he com- 
pared the words of Leo with those of the 
ancient Greek fathers, and particularly 
of St. Cyril. His words are these in his 
epistle ad Zenobium : Meairog ty dylorg Aéwy 
Dinas simev avtais AtZecw, wo mentnp Oeod 
ory hayla Oeorduos, THY mpd adroU marépmy 
Sameuotors phuacs fan TUT papcévov, that is, 
‘Leo was the first who in plain terms 
called the @ecréxo¢, that is, Mary, the 
mother of God ; whereas the fathers be- 
fore him spake not the same in express 
words. Petavius and Allatius have 
clearly mistaken the proposition, making 
the subject the predicate, and the predi- 
cate the subject, as if he had first called 
the mother of God @eoréxos, whereas he 
is said first to call the @zoréxe¢ mother of 
God, as appeareth by the article added 
to the subject, not to the predicate. But 
if that be not sufficient, his meaning will 
appear by another passage to the same 
purpose, in his epistle ad Syncleticum: 
“Ort panréien Sect medrov prev “Enicaber 
avelmev, ev og Agyes, Kat ordbev prow Tovro, 
iva) potrng rov Kuplov jsou EAOn mpeg pee 5 
Laptcregy 32 Trav GAA pETa Taira Thy 
ALEw wparos 6 brtog Afwy o Ildwag wponveyne. 
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_ The necessity of believing our Saviour thus to be born of the 
Virgin Mary, will appear both in respect of her who was the 
mother, and of him who was the son. 

In respect of her it was therefore necessary, that we might 
perpetually preserve an esteem of her person proportionable to 
so high a dignity. It was her own prediction, ‘‘ From hence- 
forth all generations shall call me blessed ;” (Luke i. 48.)* but 
the obligation is ours, to call her, to esteem her so. If Eliza- 
beth} cried out with so loud a voice, “ Blessed art thou among 
women,” (Ibid. 42.) when Christ was but newly conceived in 
her womb; what expressions of honour and admiration can we 
think sufficient, now that Christ is in heaven, and that mother 
with him? Far be it from any Christian to derogate from that 
special privilege granted her, which is incommunicable to any 
other.[ We cannot bear too reverend a regard unto the ‘ mo- 
ther of our Lord,’ so long as we give her not that worship which 
is due unto the Lord himself. Let us keep the language of 
the primitive Church: ‘Let her be honoured and esteemed, 
let him be worshipped and adored.’§ 

In respect of him it was necessary, first, that we might be 
assured he was made, or begotten of a woman, and consequently 
that he had from her the true nature of man. ‘For he took 
not on him the nature of angels,” (Heb. 11. 16.) and therefore 
saved none of them, who for want of a Redeemer, are “‘ reserved 
in everlasting chains under darkness, unto the judgment of the 
ereat day.” (Jude 6.) And man once fallen had been, as de- 
servedly, so irrevocably condemned to the same condition, but 


that ‘‘he took upon him the seed of Abraham.” (Heb. 11. 16.) 


Therefore as he took the Lord and God 
to be synonymous; so he thought Eli- 
zabeth first styled Mary, the mother of 
God, because she called her the mother 
of her Lord; ‘and after Elizabeth, Leo 
was the first who plainly styled her 
so, that is, the mother of God.’ And that 
we may be yet farther assured of his mind, 
he produceth the words of Leo the pope, 
in his epistle to Leo the emperor: ’Ava- 
BemariCécbw Neorogios, 6 tiv panagiay nal 
Oeorénoy Mapiay ody} rod Geo, avOgdmou de 
(over, mirrevon eiver untéea. The sentence 
which he translates is this: ‘ Anathema- 
tizetur ergo Nestorius, qui beatam Virgi- 
nem Mariam non Dei, sed. hominis tan- 
tummodo, credidit genitricem.’  LEpist. 
97. c. 1. Where plainly genitrix Dei 
is translated peirnp Oecd and @sordxog is 
added by Ephraim out of custom in the 
subject, being otherwise not at all in Leo’s 
words. Itis therefore certain that first 
in the Greek Church they termed the 
blessed Virgin. @goréx0¢, and the Latins 
from them Dei genitrix, and mater Dei, and 
the Greeks from them again penrne @eov, 
upon the authority of Leo, not taking no- 


tice of other Latins, who styled her so 
before him. 

*¢ Non equanda est mulieribus cunctis 
que genuit majestatem.’ Auctor lib. de 
singular. Clericorum. 

t ‘Elisabet et Zacharias nos docere 
possunt quanto inferiores sunt B. Marie 
matri Domini sanctitate, que conscia in 
se habitantis Dei libere proclamat, Ecce 
ergo ex hue beatam me dicent omnes genera- 
tiones.’ S. Hier. adv. Pelag. lib. i. col. 831. 

+ ‘Absit ut quisquam S. Mariam di- 
vine gratiz privilegiis, ut speciali gloria, 
fraudare conetur.’ 

§ “H Mapia tv t1.%, 6 Kugtos wpornuveicd@, 
"Ev Tian Eorw Maela, o 06 Marie, xa Tide, 
xal wyrov Tivevjue meorxuveicOw. Tiv Mapiay 
pendeic meornuveirw. S. Epiphan. Heres, 79. 
§. 7. El xaaAorn nh Mapia, nal ayia, xat 
TeTiyAnsévn, AAA’ ove Eig TO MWeorxvvele dat. 
Ibid. “Hysio 38 ra&v prev cgmprévov Seodoyovpeey 
ovdévy rev 82 avSeamrwv vods ev aeeTH dia- 
metLavrac, wo avOenrmoug aelorous, yecateopeev’ 
poovey 98 Tov TeV GAwY areorxuVvoUpeey Deov Hat 
martpa, wat rov enivou ye Adyov, xal To 
maviyiov mvevja. Theod. Therapeut. Serm. 
2. pe 302. 
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For being we are “ partakers of flesh and blood,” we could ex- 
pect no redemption but by him who “likewise took part of the 
same.” (Ibid. 14.) We could look for no Redeemer, but such 
a one who by consanguinity was our brother.* And being 
there is but one Mediator between God and man, the man 
Christ Jesus, we cannot be assured that he was the Christ, 
or is our Jesus, except we be first assured that he was a man. 
Thus our Redeemer, the man Christ Jesus, was. born of a wo- 
man, that he might redeem both men and women ;+ that both 
sexes might rely upon him, who was of the one, and from 
the other. 

Secondly, It was necessary we should believe our Saviour 
conceived and born of such a woman as was a most pure and 
immaculate virgin. For as it behoved him in all things to be 
made like unto us; so in that great similitude a dissimilitude 
was as necessary, that he should be “ without sin.” (Heb. iv. 
15.){ Our Passover is slain, and behold the Lamb that taketh 
away the sins of the world; but the lamb of the passover must 
be without blemish. Whereas then we draw something of cor- 
ruption and contamination by our seminal traduction from 
the first Adam; our Saviour hath received the same nature, 
without any culpable inclination, because born of a virgin, 
without any seminal traduction. Our High-priest is ‘‘ sepa- 
rate from sinners,” (Heb. vil. 26.) not only in the actions of 
his life, but in the production of his nature. For as Levi was 
in the loins of Abraham,§ and paid tithes in him, and yet 
Christ, though the son of Abraham, did not pay tithes in him, 
but receive them in Melchizedeck : so though we being in the 
loins of Adam, may be all said to sin in him; yet Christ, who 
descended from the same Adam according to the flesh, was not 
partaker of that sin, but an expiation for it. For he which is 
contained in the seminal virtue of his parent, is some way under 


* Under that notion did the ancient 10. ‘Ergo ecce Agnus Dei. Non ha- 


Jews expect him, as appeareth bythe Tar- 
gum, Cantic. viii. 1. 89973 “93M NIN NAT 
Seow’ sya nd pa) Sw) NMweI39 RMI 
nxd xay xaN NMR When the Messias shall 
reveal himself, the sons of Israel shall say 
unto him, Thou shalt be unto us a brother. 

+ ‘ Hominis liberatio in utroque sexu 
debuit apparere. Ergo, quia virum opor- 
tebat suscipere, qui sexus honorabilior 
est, conveniens erat ut foeminei sexus 
liberatio hinc appareret, quod ille vir de 
foemina natus est.’ S. August. Quest. lib. 
Ixxxill. q. 11. ‘ Nolite vos ipsos contem- 
nere, virl, filius Dei virum suscepit : no- 
lite vos ipsas contemnete, foemine, filius 
Dei natus ex foemina est.’ Idem de 
Agone Christiano, c. xi. §. 12. 

¢ ‘Non eum in peccatis mater ejus 
in utero aluit, quem Virgo concepit, Virgo 
peperit.’ S. August. Tract. 4. in Ioan. §. 


beat iste traducem de Adam; carnem 
tantum sumpsit de Adam, peccatum non 
assumpsit.’ Ibid. ‘ Verbum caro factum 
in similitudine carnis peccata omnia 
nostra suscepit, nullum reatus vitium 
ferens ex traduce prevaricationis exor- 
tum.’ Joan. IV. Epist. ad Constantinum. 

§ ‘ Levi in lumbis Abrahe fuit, secun- 
dum concupiscentiam carnalem ; Christus 
autem, secundum solam substantiam cor- 
poralem. Cum enim sit in semine et 
visibilis corpulentia et invisibilis ratio, 
utrumque cucurrit ex Abraham, vel etiam 
ex ipso Adam, usque ad corpus Maria, 
quia et ipsum eo modo conceptum et ex- 
ortum est: Christus autem visibilem car- 
nis substantiam de carne Virginis sump- 
sit; ratio vero conceptionis ejus non a 
semine virili, sed longe aliter ac desuper 
venit.’” S. August. de Gen. ad lit. 1. x.c. 20. 
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his natural power, and therefore may be in some manner con- 
cerned in his actions: but he who is only from him by his na- 
tural substance according to a passive or obediential power, 
and so receiveth not his propagation from him, cannot be so 
included in him, as to be obliged by his actions, or obnoxious 
to his demerits: 

Thirdly, it was necessary that we should believe Christ 
born of that person, that Virgin Mary which was espoused unto 
Joseph, that thereby we might be assured that he was of the 
family of David. For whatsoever promises were made of the 
Messias, were appropriated unto him. As the seed of the woman 
was first contracted to the seed of Abraham, so the seed of Abra- 
ham was next appropriated to the Son of David. He was to “ be 
called the Son of the Highest, and the Lord God was to give unto 
him the throne of his father David.” (Luke i. 32.) When Jesus 
asked the Pharisees, “ What think ye of Christ ? whose son is 
he? they said unto him, The son of David.” (Matt. xxii. 42.) 
When Herod demanded of the chief priests and scribes, “ where 
Christ should be born; they said unto him, In Bethlehem of 
Judea,” (Matt. ii. 4, 5.) because that was “the city of David,” 
whither Joseph went up with Mary, his espoused wife, because 
he was of the house and lineage of David.” (Luke ii. 4.) 
After John the Baptist, the forerunner of Christ, was born, 
Zacharias blessed the Lord God of Israel, who had “ raised up 
a horn of salvation for us in the house of his servant David.” 
(Luke i. 69.) The “‘ woman of Canaan,” the “ blind men sitting 
by the way-side,” and those other “ blind that followed him,” 
cried out, ‘“‘ Have mercy on us, O Lord, thou Son of David.” 
(Matt. xv. 22. xx. 30. ix. 27.) The very children, out of whose 
mouths God perfected praise, were “‘ crying in the temple, and 
saying, Hosannah to the Son of David.” (Matt. xxi. 15.) And 
when the blind and dumb both spake and saw, “all the peo- 
ple were amazed, and said, Is not this the Son of David?” 
(Matt. xii. 23.) Thus by the public and concurrent testi- 
monies of all the Jews, the promised Messias was to come of 
the house and lineage of David ; for ‘“‘ God had sworn with an 
oath to him, that of the fruit of his loins according to the flesh 
he would raise up Christ to sit upon his throne.” (Acts 1. 30.)* 
It was therefore necessary we should believe that our Saviour 
““was made of the seed of David according to the flesh;”’ 
(Rom. i. 3.) of which we are assured, because he was born of 
that Virgin Mary who descended from him, and was espoused 
unto Joseph, who descended from the same, that thereby his 
genealogy might be known. 

The consideration of all which will at last lead us to a clear 


* <Atqui hinc magis Christum intelligere debebis.ex David deputatum car- 
nali genere, ob Marie Virginis censum. De hoc enim promisso juratur in Psalmo 
ad David, Ea fructu ventris tui collocabo super thronum tuum.’ Tertuil. 1. iii. adv. 
Marcionem, c. 20. 
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explication of this latter branch of the Article, whereby every 
Christian may inform himself what he is bound to profess, 
and being informed, fully express what is the object of his 
faith in this particular, when he saith, I believe in Jesus Christ 
who was born of the Virgin Mary. For hereby he is conceived 
to intend thus much: [ assent unto this as a most certain and 
infallible truth, that there was a certain woman, known by the 
name of Mary, espoused unto Joseph of Nazareth, which before 
and after her espousals was a pure and unspotted virgin, and 
being and continuing in the same virginity, did, by the imme- 
diate operation of the Holy Ghost, conceive within her womb 
the only-begotten Son of God, and, after the natural time of 
other women, brought him ane as her first-born son, conti- 
nuing still a most pure and immaculate virgin; whereby the 
Saviour of the World was born of a woman under the Law, 
without the least pretence of any original corruption, that he 
might deliver us from the guilt of sin; born of that Virgin 
which was of the house and lineage of David, that he might 
sit upon his throne, and rule for evermore. And in this lati- 
tude I profess to believe in Jesus Christ, BORN OF THE 
Virein Mary. 
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Suffered under Pontius Pilate, was crucified, dead, and buried. 


Tus Article hath also received some accession in the parti- 
cular expressions of Christ’s humiliation. For the first word 
of it, now generally speaking of his passion, in the most an- 
cient Creeds was no way distinguished from his crucifixion ; 

for as we say, suffered and crucified, they only crucified under 
Pontius Pilate :* nor was his crucifixion distinguished from 


* ¢Crucifixus sub Pontio Pilato, et temur.’ LEpist.x.c.5. Afterwards the 
sepultus.’ Ruffin. in Symb. §. 16. Cassi- Passion was expressed: ‘Passus sub 
anus de incarn. Domini, |. vi. c. 4. ‘Cre- _ Pontio Pilato, crucifixus et sepultus.’ 
dimus in eum qui sub Pontio Pilato cru- = Etherius Uram. And the Death: *‘ Pas- 
cifixus est et sepultus.’ S. August. de Fide sus sub Pontio Pilato, crucifixus, mortuus, 
et Symb. c. v. §. 11. et de Trinitat.1].i.c. et sepultus.’ Auector-lib. de Symb. ad 
14. ‘Caput nostrum Christus est, cru-  Cutechum. §.6. Not but both these were 
cifixum et sepultum, resuscitatum as- expressed before in the rule of faith by 
cenditin celum.’ Idem, in Psal. cxxxii. Tertullian, but without particular men- 
‘Qui sub Pontio Pilato crucifixus est et tion of the crucifixion. Adv. Praw. c. 2. 
sepultus.’ Max. Tawrin. Chrysol. Euseb.  ‘ hune passum, hunc mortuum, et sepul- 
Gallic. de Symb. Hom. ii. p. 554. Tov emt  tum:’ as Optatus: ‘ Passus, mortuus, et 
Novriou Maarou oravewSiven, raptvra. ‘Qui sepultus resurrexit.’ lib. 1. c. 1.‘ Passus, 
sub Pontio Pilato crucifixus et sepultus.’ —_ sepultus, et tertiadie resurrexit.’ Capitul. 
MSS. Armach. And besides these, a Caroli 82. And generally the ancients 
witness without exception, Leothe Great: did understand determinately his cruci- 
‘Unigenitum Filium Dei crucifixum et fying, by that more comprehensive name 
sepultum, omnes etiam in Symboloconfi- of his suffering. For as Marcellus and 
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his death, but where we read, crucified, dead, and buried, they 
only, crucified and buried. Because the chief of his sufferings 
were on the cross, and he gave up the ghost there ; therefore 
his whole passion and his death were comprehended in his 
crucifixion. . 

But again, being he suffered not only on the cross; being 
it was possible he might have been affixed to that cursed tree, 
and yet not have died; therefore the Church thought fit to 
add the rest of his sufferings, as antecedent, and his death, as 
consequent to his crucifixion. 

To begin then with his passion in general. In those words, 
He suffered under Pontius Pilate, we are to consider part as 
substantial, part as circumstantial. The substance of this 
part of the Article consisteth in our Saviour’s passion, he suf- 

Jered: the circumstance of time is added, declared by the pre- 
sent governor, under Pontius Pilate. : 

Now for the explication of our Saviour’s passion, as dis- 
tinct from those particulars which follow in the Article, more 
I conceive, cannot be required, than that we shew, who it was 
that suffered, how he suffered, what it was he suffered. | 

First, If we would clearly understand him that suffered in 
his full relation to his passion, we must consider him both in 
his office, and his person; as Jesus Christ, and as the only- 
begotten Son of God. In respect of his office, we believe that he - 
who was the Christ did suffer ; and so we make profession to 
be saved by faith ina suffering Messzas. Of which that we 
may give a just account, first, We must prove that the pro- 
mised Messias was to suffer: for if he were not, then by pro- 
fessing that our Jesus suffered, we should declare he was not 
Christ. Secondly, We must shew that Jesus, whom we believe 
to be the Messias, did really and truly suffer : for if he did not, 
then while we proved the true Messizas was to suffer, we should 
conclude our Jesus.was not that Messias. Thirdly, it will be 

_»farther advantageous for the illustration of this truth, to mani- 
fest that the sufferings of the Messias were determined and 
foretold, as those by which he should be known. And fourthly, 
It will then be necessary to shew that our Jesus did truly suf- 
fer whatsoever was determined and foretold. And more than 
this cannot be necessary to declare who it was that suffered, in 
relation to his office. 

For the first of these, that the promised Messtas was to suf- 
fer, to all Christians it is unquestionable ; because our Saviour 
did constantly instruct the apostles in this truth, both before 
his death, that they might expect it, (Mark ix. 12.) and after, 
that they might be confirmed by it. (Luke xxiv. 26. 46.) 


St. Cyril have cravenbivra nab rapivra, 3. Thy cig @edbv wloniy, Thy Ele maQdvre bp0ho~ 
Eusebius and the Nicene Council to the  yiav. Which was farther enlarged after- 
same purpose, have va@évre only intheir wards by the Council of Constantinople 
Creeds. As Clemens Alex. Pedag. l.ii.c. into cravpwSivra, nal madivra, nab tapivra, 
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And one part of the doctrine which St. Paul disseminated 
through the world was this, “ that the Christ must needs have 
suffered.” (Acts xvii. 3.) 

But because these testimonies will satisfy only such as be- 
lieve in Jesus, and our Saviour himself did refer the disbelieving 
Jews to the Law and the Prophets, as those who testified of 
him; we will shew from thence, even from the oracles com- 
mitted to the Jews, “how it was written of the Son of man, 
that he must suffer many things,” (Mark ix. 12.) and “how 
the Spirit of Christ which was in the prophets testified before- 
hand the sufferings of Christ.” (1 Pet. 1. 11.) 

The fifty-third chapter of Isaiah is beyond all question asad, 
but clear description of a suffering person: ‘‘a man of sor- 
rows and acquainted with grief,” “ oppressed and afflicted,” 
‘wounded and bruised,” ‘‘ brought to the slaughter,” ined 
“cut off out of the land of the living.” But the person of 
whom that chapter treateth was certainly the Messzas, as we 
have formerly proved by the confession of the most ancient 
Jews, and may farther be evidenced both from them and from 
the place itself.* For surely no man’s soul can be “ made an 


_ * Page 131, we shewed by the autho- 
rity of the Targum, the Bereshith Rab- 
ba, and the Midrash upon Ruth, and by 
the confession of Solomon Jarchi and 
Moses Alshech, that the ancient Rab- 
bins did interpret that chapter of the 
Messias : which might seem a sufficient 
acknowledgment. But because this is 
the most considerable controversy be- 
tween us and the Jews, it will not seem 
unnecessary to prove the same truth by 
further testimonies. In the Talmud Cod. 
Sanhedrin, to the question, What is the 
name of the Messias? itis answered, x1Yn 
the leper. And the reason of the name 
is there rendered, smxw because it is 
spoken in this, Isa. hii. 4. ‘Surely he 
hath borne our griefs, and carried our sor- 
rows: yet we did esteem him stricken,” 
i. e. yo. And because yn is used 
of the leprosy, Levit. xiii. 15. therefore 
from y323 they concluded his name to 
be a leper, and consequently did inter- 
pret that place of the Messias. In the 
Pesikta it is written, now) nan xy 
mwnn ‘God produced the soul of the Mes- 
sias, and said unto him, Wilt thou re- 
deem my sons after six thousand years ? 
He answered, I will. Wilt thou bear the 
chastisements, to take away their sins? 
RW) NT Sn JOR ANT NNN as it is 
written, Isa. lili. 4. ‘{Surely he hath 
borne our griefs?” And he answered, I 
will bear them with joy.’ Which is a 
clear testimony, considering the opinion 
of the Jews, that all souls of men were 
created in the beginning, and so the 
soul of the Messias to suffer for the 


rest. The shift of the Jews, turning 
these expressions off from the Messias, 
and attributing of them to the people as 
to one, is something ancient: for we 
find that Origen was urged with that 
exposition, in a disputation with the 
Jews: Mépavnpuces dé mors Ev Tivt Tedg TOUS 
Asyorrévous maga "Tovdatats copads exCnrhces 
FuiG meognreiaic TauTag menodpeevosr Ed’ als 
Engyey 0 “Toudatos, TaUTe wemeopnreictas a wg 
Meet Evi Tov GAov Kat yivoprévov EV TH Dracmwopa 
vat wrnyévTos, tye qohAol WeorhAuTos yevwvras 
TH Toopace Tou Emermwdpbar “Loudaioug rotg 
mornroic Evert. adv. Cels. 1. i. c. 55. Thus 
the Jew interpreted those places, Isa. lii. 
14. ‘“‘ His visage was so marred more than 
any man,” lii. 15. “* that which had not 
been told them, they shall see,” liii. 3. 
‘**a man of sorrows and acquainted with 
grief ;” and applied them to the people 
of Israel in their dispersions. But Ori- 
gen did easily refute him, by retorting 
other places of the same prophecy ; as 


li. 4. ‘‘ Surely he hath borne our griefs, 


and carried our sorrows,” ver. 5. “ He 
was wounded for our transgressions, he 
was bruised for our iniquities, and with 
his stripes are we healed:” Sade yae, 
says he, of ty tai¢ dpagriats yevopeever, nat 
iaBévres, Ee Tou Toy Ywerige merrovBévas, eir’ 
Gd TOU Adov Exéivou, Eire ual of aad Tay é0- 
vay, Tavita réyoucs. Ibid. But especially 
he confounded the Jew with those words 
of the 8th verse, ‘‘ He was cut off out 
of the land of the living, for the trans- 
gressions of my people was he stricken :’ 

Mdarora 3¢ edebapeey Gaia ano vig pacnov- 
ong AELEwS TO,’ Amd TAY ayiLIGY TOU Aaoy 
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offering for our sins,” but our Saviour’s: nor hath God “laid 
on any man the iniquity of us all,” but on our Redeemer. 
“Upon” no person but the Messias “could the chastisement 
of our peace” be; nor “ with any stripes could we be healed” 
but his. It is sufficiently then demonstrated by the prophet, 
that the suffering person whom he describes was to be the 
Christ, in that he “bare our griefs,” and “carried our sorrows.” 

This prediction is so clear, ever since the serpent was to 
‘‘ bruise the heel of the woman’s seed,” that the Jews, who were 
resolved to expect a Messias which should be only glorious, 
have been enforced to invent another, which should suffer. 
And then they answer us with a distinction of their own inven- 
tion; that a Messtas was to redeem us, and a Messias was to 
suffer for us: but the same Messias was not both to redeem us 
and to suffer for us. For they say that there are two several 
persons promised under the name of the Messias;* one of the 
tribe of Ephraim, the other of the tribe of Judah; one the son 
of Joseph, the other the son of David; the one to precede, 
fight, and suffer death, the other to follow, conquer, reign, and 
never to die. If then our Saviour were a Christ,,we must con- 
fess he was a suffering Messzas, and, consequently, according 
to their doctrine, not a Saviour. For if he were the son of 
David, then, say they, he was never to die; or if he ever died, 
he was not that Messias which was promised to sit upon the 
throne of David. And while we confess our Saviour died, and 
withal assert his descent from the house of David, we do, in 
their opinion, involve ourselves in a contradiction. 

But this distinction of a double Messzas, is far from prevail- 
ing over our belief: first, because it is in itself false, and there- 
fore of no validity against us; secondly, because it was first 
invented to counterfeit the truth, and so very advantageous 
to us. 


poou ixOn elo Oavarov, El ye 6 Aads nara 
exetvous tloly of mpopnrevdpever, wag dro Tév 
Aveta TOU Aaod Tod Oecd A€yerar HYOat els 
Sdvarov otro, et peri Erep0g av wape Tov Andy 
TOU Oe ; Tig 8° ovrog, eb pat "Incodg Xeiorde 5 
Ibid. 

* So indeed the Jews expected a dou- 
ble Messias, one 9D 72 mwr Messias the 
son of Joseph, the other 7 72 mwn Mes- 
sias the son of David. See the Targum 
expressly upon Canticles, iv. 5. Nn 
muni WT AWA Mw, ppryn> PUayt Pp 5 
tpsx 22 Two are thy deliverers which 
shall deliver thee, Messias the son of David, 
and Messias the son of Ephraim: and in 
the same manner, chap. vii. 3. This, 
that paraphrast, nothing so ancient as 
the rest, is conceived to have taken out 
of the Talmud in Massecheth Succa, 
where cap. 5. inscribed bn, God saith 
to Messias the son of David, mm Sxrw 
wpan nnx Ask what thou wilt (according 


to the second Psalm), and I will give it 
thee. a9nyw spr 72 Mewnd aNMWw Ww. Who 
seeing the Messias the son of Joseph which 
was slain, asked of God nothing but life. 
Thus from the Talmud and the latter 
Targum, the Rabbins have generally 
taught a double Messias, one the son of 
David, the other of Joseph. As Solomon 
Jarchi, Isa. xxiv. 18. Zech. xii. 10. Aben 
Ezra, Zech. ix. 9. Malach. iii. 1. Kimchi, 
Zech. xii. 10. whom the latter Jews con- 
stantly follow. And this Marcion the 
heretic seems to have learned of the 
Jews, and to have taught with some al- 
teration in favour of his own opinion: 
‘Constituit Marcion alium esse Christum, 
qui Tiberianis temporibus a Deo quon- 
dam ignoto revelatus sit in salutem om- 
nium gentium ; alium, qui a Deo creatore 
in restitutionem Judaici status sit desti- 
natus, quandoque venturus.’ Tertull. adv. 
Marcion. 1.-iv. c. 6. 
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That it is in itself false, will appear, because the Scriptures 
never mention any Messias of the tribe of Ephraim, neither was 
there ever any promise of that nature made to any of the sons 
or offspring of Joseph. Besides, as we acknowledge but one 
Mediator between God and man, so the Scriptures never men- 
tion any Messtas but one. Under whatsoever title he is repre- 
sented to us, there can be no pretence for a double person. 
Whether the “ seed of the woman,” or the ‘‘seed of Abraham,” 
whether “ Shiloh,” or the “son of David,” still one person 
promised: and the style of the ancient Jews before our Sa- 
viour was, not they, but he, which 2s to come.* The question 
which was asked him, when he professed himself to be Christ, 
was, whether it was he which was to come, or whether they were 
to look for another? Not that they could look for him, and 
for another also. The objection then was, that Khas was not 
yet come, and therefore they expected no Messzas till Elias 
came. Nor can the difference of the Messzas’s condition be 
any true reason of imagining a double person, because in the 
same place the prophets, (Zech. ix. 9. Isa. ix. 6.) speaking of 
the same person, indifferently represent him in either condi- 
tion. Being then, by the confession of all the Jews, one Mes- 
stas was to be the son of David, whom Elias was to precede; 
being by the tenor of the Scriptures there was never promise 
made of more Christs than one, and ‘never the least mention 
of the tribe of Ephraim with any such relation; it followeth, 
that that distinction is in itself false. 

Again, that the same distinction, framed and contrived 
against us, must needs be in any indifferent person’s judgment 
advantageous to us, will appear, because the very invention of 
a double person is a plain confession of a twofold condition; 
and the different relations, which they prove not, are a con- 
vincing argument for the distinct economies, which they deny 
not. Why should they pretend to expect one to die, and an- 
other to triumph, but that the true Messias was both to tri- 
umph and to die, to be humbled and to be exalted, to put on 
the rags of our infirmity before the robe of majesty and im- 
mortality? Why should they tell of one Mediator to be con- 
quered, and the other to be victorious, but that the serpent was 
to bruise the heel of the seed of the woman, and the same seed 
to bruise his head? Thus, even while they endeavour to elude, 
they confirm our faith; and, as if they were still under the 
cloud, their error is but as a shadow to give a lustre to our truth. 
ane so our first assertion remaineth firm; the Messtas was to 
suffer. 

Secondly, that Jesus, whom we believe to be Christ, did 
suffer, we shall not need to prove, because it is freely confessed 
by all his enemies. The Gentiles acknowledged it; the Jews 
‘triumphed at it. And we may well take that for granted, which 


* “O boy decevar, 
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is so far from being denied, that it is objected. If hunger and 
thirst, if revilings and contempt, if sorrows and agonies, if 
stripes and buffetings, if condemnation and crucifixion, be suf- 
ferings, Jesus suffered. If the infirmities of our nature, if the 
weight of our sins, if the malice of man, if the machinations of 
Satan, if the hand of God could make him suffer, our Saviour 
suffered. If the annals of times, if the writings of his apostles, 
if the death of his martyrs, if the confession of the Gentiles, 
if the scoffs of the Jews, be testimonies, Jesus suffered. Nor 
was there ever any which thought he did not really and truly 
suffer, but. such as withal irrationally pretended he was not 
really and truly man.* 

Thirdly, to come yet nearer to the particular acknowledg- 
ment of this truth, we shall further shew that the promised 
Messias was not only engaged to suffer for us, but by a certain 
and express. agreement betwixt him and the Father, the mea- 
sure and manner of his sufferings were determined, in order to 
the redemption itself which was thereby to be wrought; and 
what was so resolved, was before his coming in the flesh re- 
vealed to the prophets, and written by them, in order to the 
reception of the Messias, and the acceptation of the benefits te 
be procured by his sufferings. 

That what the Messias was to undergo for us was predeter- 


* Those which were called by the 
Greeks Aoxnrat and %avraciacral, who 
taught that Christ was man only putative, 
and came into the world only in phanta- 
smate, and consequently that he did only 
putative pati. These were called Acxnrat, 
not from their author, but from their opi- 
nion, that Christ did all things only é 
Soxnoet, in appearance, not reality. As 
Clemens Alexandrinus: Tay algéceay ai 
fev ad Soyparov isaivrav meorayogevov- 
Tat, woh trav Aotnrav. Strom. |. vii. c. 17. 
fin. viz. of Soxnce Xeiordy mepavseedodas 
vréraBov. Id. J. vi. ‘ Neque in phantasia, 
id est, absque carne, sicut Valentinus 
asserit, neque de thesi, putative imagi- 
natum, sed verum corpus.’ Gennad. de 
Eccl. Dogm. c. 2. Where, for de thesi, I 
suppose we should read doxices. The 
original of this train of heretics is to be 
fetched from Simon Magus, whose asser- 
tion was: ‘Christum nec venisse, nec a 
Judeis quicquam pertulisse.’ S. August. 
Heres.1. Wherefore making himself the 
Father, Son, and Holy Ghost, he affirmed, 
‘se in Filii persona putative apparuisse,’ 
and so that he suffered as the Son 
amongst the Jews: dan3eia ui memovSévar 
DE, GARG Bounces provoy. Damasc. de Hares. 
Now what Simon Magus said of himself, 
when he made himself the Son, that those 
who followed affirmed of Christ. As 
Saturninus, who taught: ‘ Christum in 


substantia non fuisse, et phantasmate 
tantum quasi passum fuisse.’ Tertull. de 
Presc. adv. Heret. c. 46. Vide Epiph. 
mutilum, Her. 23. §.1. And Basilides, 
who delivered : etvar tiv Xetorov pavraciay 
&v TH paiverSas, can elvas 8 avSewsmov, pends 
ckpaa EiAnpévai—odyt “Incot'y pacxay Werroy- 
Sivas, dAAG Tipewva tov Kuenvatoy. S. Epi- 
phan. Her. 24. §. 3. ‘A Judeis non 
credunt Christum crucifixum, sed Simo- 
nem Cyrenensem, qui angariatus sustulit 
crucem ejus.’ S. August. Her. 4. Thus 
the Valentinians, particularly Marcus, 
the father of the Marcosian heretics: 
‘Marcus etiam nescio quis Heresim con- 
didit, negans resurrectionem carnis, et 
Christum non vere, sed putative, passum 
asseverans. S. August. Her. 14. Thus: 
Cerdon: ‘ Christum in substantia carnis 
negat, in phantasmate solo fuisse pro- 
nunciat, nec omnino passum, sed quasi 
passum.” Tertull. Presc.c.51. ‘Christum 
ipsum neque natum ex foemina, neque 
habuisse carnem, nec vere mortuum, vel 
quicquam passum, sed simulasse passi- 
onem. §. August. Her. 21. And the 
Manichees, who taught: ‘ Christum non 
fuisse in carne vera, sed simulatam spe- 
ciem carnis ludificandis humanis sensibus” 
prebuisse ; ubi non solum mortem, verum 
etiam resurrectionem mentiretur.’ Idem, 
Her. 46. Whom thereforeVincentius Liri- 
nensis calls phuntasie predicatores, c. 20. 


SUFFERED. 281 


mined and decreed, appeareth by the timely acknowledgment 
of the Church unto the Father: “Of a truth, against thy holy 
child Jesus, whom thou hast anointed, both Herod and Pon- 
tius Pilate, with the Gentiles, and the people of Israel, were 
gathered together, for to do whatsoever thy hand and thy 
counsel determined before to be done.” (Acts iv. 27, 28.) For 
as when the two goats were presented before the Lord, that 
goat was to be offered for a sin-offering, upon which the lot of 
the Lord should fall; and that lot of the Lord was lift up on 
high in the hand of the high-priest, and then laid upon the 
head of the goat which was to die: (Lev. xvi. 8.) so the hand 
of God is said to have determined what should be done unto 
our Saviour, whose passion was typified by that sin-offering. 
And well may we say that the hand of God, as well as his 
counsel, determined his passion, because he was “ delivered by 
the determinate counsel and foreknowledge of God.” (Acts 
li. 23.) 

. And this determination of God’s counsel was thus made upon 
a covenant or agreement between the Father and the Son, in 
which it was concluded by them both what he should suffer, 
what he should receive. For beside the covenant made by 
God and man, confirmed by the blood of Christ, we must con- 
sider and acknowledge another covenant from eternity, made 
by the Father with the Son. Which partly is expressed by the 
prophet, ‘If he shall make his soul an offering for sin, he shall 
see his seed, he shall prolong his days ;” (Isa. lin. 10.) partly 
by the apostle, “Then said I, Lo, I come (in the volume of the 
book it is written of me) to do thy will, O God.” (Heb. x. 7.) 
In the condition of “ making his soul an offering for sin,” we 
see propounded whatsoever he suffered; in the acceptation, 
“Lo, I come to do thy will, O God,” we see undertaken what- 
soever was propounded. The determination therefore of our 
Saviour’s passion was made by covenant of the Father who 
sent, and the Son who suffered. 

And as the sufferings of the Messtas were thus agreed on by 
consent, and determined by the counsel of God; so they were 
revealed by the Spirit of God unto the prophets, and by them 
delivered unto the Church; they were involved in the types, 
and acted in the sacrifices. Whether therefore we consider 
the prophecies spoken by God in the mouths of men, they 
clearly relate unto his sufferings by proper prediction; or whe- 
ther we look upon the ceremonial performances, they exhibit 
the same by an active representation, St. Paul’s apology was 
clear, that he said ‘none other things but those which the 
prophets and Moses did say should come, that Christ should 
suffer.” (Acts xxvi. 22.) The prophets said in express terms, 
that the Messias, whom they foretold, should suffer: Moses 
said so in those ceremonies which were instituted by his mi- 
nistry. When he caused the Passover to be slain, he said that 
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Shiloh was the Lamb slain before the foundations of the World. 
When he set the brazen serpent up in the wilderness, he sadd, 
the Son of man should be lifted up upon the cross. When he 
commanded all the sacrifices for sin, he said, without effusion 
of blood there was no remission, and therefore the Son of God 
must die for the sins of men. When he appointed Aaron to 
go into the Holy of Holies on the day of atonement, he said, 
Christ, our High-priest, should never enter through the veil 
into the highest heavens, to make expiation for us, but by his 
own blood. If then we look upon the fountain, the eternal 
counsel of the will of God; if we lock upon the revelation of 
that counsel, either in express predictions, or ceremonial re- 
presentations, we shall clearly see the truth of our third asser- 
tion, that the sufferings of the promised Messias were prede- 
termined and foretold. 

Now all these sufferings which were thus agreed, determined, 
and revealed, as belonging to the true Messzas, were undergone 
by that Jesus of Nazareth, whom we believe to be the true 
Christ. Never was there any suffering type which he outwent 
not, never prediction of any passion which he fulfilled not, 
never any expression of grief and sorrow which he felt not. 
When the appointed time of his death approached, he said to 
his apostles, ‘‘ Behold, we go up to Jerusalem, and all things 
that are written by the prophets concerning the Son of man 
shall be accomplished.” (Luke xvii. 31.) When he delivered 
them the blessed sacrament, the commemoration of his death, 
he said, “ Truly the Son of man goeth as it was determined.” 
(Luke xxii. 22.)* After his resurrection, he chastised the dul- 
ness of his disciples, who were so overwhelmed with his pas- 
sion, that they could not look back upon the antecedent pre- 
dictions; saying unto them, ‘‘O fools, and slow of heart to 
believe all that the prophets have spoken! Ought not Christ 
to have suffered these things, and to enter into his glory?” 
(Luke xxiv. 25, 26.) After his ascension, St. Peter made this 
profession before the Jews, who had those prophecies, and saw 
his sufferings, ‘‘ Those things which God before had shewed 
by the mouth of all his prophets, that Christ should suffer, he 
hath so fulfilled.” (Acts 111. 18.) Whatsoever therefore was 
determined by the counsel of God; whatsoever was revealed 
by the prophets concerning the sufferings of the Messias, was 
all fulfilled by that Jesus whom we believe to be, and worship. 
as, the Christ. Which is the fourth and last assertion pro- 
pounded to express our Saviour’s passion in relation to his 
office. 

Having considered him that suffered in his office, we are next 
to consider him in his person. And being in all this Article 
there is no person expressly named or described, we must look 
back upon the former, till we find his description and his name. 


*® Kara 0 weoprtvor. 
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The Article immediately preceding leaves us in the same sus- 
pension ; but for our satisfaction refers us to the former, where 
we find him named Jesus, and described the only-begotten Son 
of God. 

aes this Son of God we have already shewn to be therefore 
truly called the only-begotten, because he was from all eternity 
generated of the essence of the Father, and therefore is, as the 
eternal Son, so also the eternal God. Wherefore by the im- 
mediate coherence of the Articles, and necessary consequence 
of the CrreEpD,* it plainly appeareth, that the eternal Son of 
God, God of God, very God of very God, suffered under Pon- 
tius Pilate, was crucified, dead and buried. For it was no other 
person who suffered under Pontius Pilate, than he who was born 
of the Virgin Mary; he who was born of the Virgin Mary, was 
no other person than he who was conceived by the Holy Ghost ; 
he who was conceived by the Holy Ghost, was no other person 
than our Lord; and that our Lord no other than the only Son 
of God: therefore by the immediate coherence of the Articles 
it followeth, that the only Son of God, our Lord, suffered under 
Pontius Pilate. That Word which was in the beginning, which 
then was with God, and was God, in the fulness of time being 
made flesh, did suffer. For the princes of this world “ cruci- 
fied the Lord of glory ;” (1 Cor. ii. 8.) and “ God purchased 
his Church with his own blood.” (Acts xx. 28.)+ That person 
who was begotten of the Father before all worlds, and so was 
really the Lord of glory, and most truly God, took upon him 
the nature of man, and in that nature being still the same per- 
son which before he was, did suffer. When our Saviour fasted 
forty days, there was no other person hungry, than that Son of 
God who made the world: when he sat down weary by the 
well, there was no other person felt that thirst, but he who was 
eternally begotten of the Father, the fountain of the Deity: 
when he was buffeted and scourged, there was no other person 
sensible of those pains, than that eternal Word which before 
all worlds was impassible: when he was crucified and died, 
there was no other person which gave up the ghost, but the 
Son of him, and so of the same nature with him, “ who only 
hath immortality.” (1 Tim. vi. 16.) And thus we conclude 
our first consideration propounded, viz. Who it was that suf- 
fered: affirming that, in respect of his office, it was the Mes- 
stas ; in respect of his person, it was God the Son. 

But the perfect probation and illustration of this truth re- 
quireth first a view of the second particular propounded, How, 
or in what he suffered. For while we prove the person suffering 
to be God, we may seem to deny the passion, of which the per- 


* This is that inseparabilis connexioin auctoritas, et Apostolus tradidit, dicens, 
the Creed, which Cassianus urgeth so Si enim cognovissent, nunquam Dominum 
much against Nestorius, De Incarn.1. vi. gloriz crucifixissent,’ Vigil. advers, Eu- 

+ ‘Dominum passum symboli tenet  tych. 1. ii, §. 8. 
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fection of the Godhead is incapable. The divine nature is of 
infinite and eternal happiness, never to be disturbed by the least 
degree of infelicity, and therefore subject to no sense of misery. 
Wherefore while we profess that the Son of God did suffer for 
us, we must so far explain our assertion, as to deny that the 
divine nature of our Saviour suffered. For being the divine 
nature of the Son is common to the Father and the Spirit, if 
that had been the subject of his passion, then must the Father 
and the Spirit have suffered. Wherefore as we ascribe the 
passion to the Son alone, so must we attribute it to that nature 
which is his alone, that is, the human. And then neither the 
Father nor the Spirit will appear to suffer, because neither the 
Father nor the Spirit, but the Son alone, is man, and so capa- 
ble of suffering. 

Whereas then the humanity of Christ consisteth of a soul 
and body, these were the proper subject of his passion; nor 
could he suffer any thing but in both or either of these two. 
For as “ the Word was made flesh,” (John i. 14.) though the 
Word was never made* (as being in the beginning God), but 
the flesh, that is, the humanity, was made, and the Word as- 
suming it became flesh: so saith St. Peter, ‘‘ Christ suffered 
for us in the flesh,” (1 Pet. iv. 1.) in that nature of man which 
he took upon him: and so God the Son did suffer, not in that 
nature in which he was begotten of the Father before all worlds, 
but in that flesh which by his incarnation he became. For he 
was “ put to death in the flesh, but quickened in the Spirit ;” 
(1 Pet. iii. 18.)+ suffered in the weakness of his humanity, but 
rose by the power of his Divinity. As he “ was made of the 
seed of David, according to the flesh,” (Rom.1.3.)in the lan- 
guage of St. Paul; so was he “ put to death in the flesh,” in 
the language of St. Peter: and as he was “ declared to be the 
Son of God with power, according to the Spirit of holiness ;” 
(Rom. i. 4.) so was he “ quickened by the Spirit.” Thus the 
proper subject and recipient of our Saviour’s passion, which he 
underwent for us, was that nature which he took from us. 

Far be it therefore from us to think, that the Deity, which 
is immutable, could suffer; which only hath immortality, could 
die. The conjunction with humanity could put no imperfec- 
tion upon the Divinity; nor can that infinite nature by any 
external acquisition be any way changed in its intrinsical and 
essential perfections.{ Ifthe bright rays of the sun are thought 


* ‘O rdyoo caek eyévero, tva nal 6 Adyog 
det i Abyog, nat capua En 6 Adyes? Ev H TO 
maSoo ual roy Gdvarov avedeLavo, ev proepn 
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S, Athanas. de Incarn. Dom. 1. 1. c. 12. 

+ ‘Adeo salva est utriusque proprietas 


sub Diabolo, sitiens sub Samaritide, flens 
Lazarum, anxia usque ad mortem, de- 
nique et mortua est.’ Tertull. advers. 
Prav. c. 27. Clemens Alexandr. Pedag. |. i. 
Cre 
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substantia, ut et Spiritus res suas egerit 
in illo, id est, virtutes et opera et signa, 
et caro passiones suas functa sit, esuriens 
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to insinuate into the most noisome bodies without any pollu- 
tion of themselves, how can that spiritual essence contract the 
least infirmity by any union with humanity?* We must nei- 
ther harbour so low an estimation of the divine nature, as to 
conceive it capable of any diminution; nor so mean esteem of 
the essence of the Word, as to imagine it subject to the suf- 
ferings of the flesh he took ; nor yet so groundless an estima- 
tion of the great mystery of the incarnation, as to make the 
properties of one nature mix in confusion with another. These 
were the wild collections of the Arian and Apollinarian here- 
tics,t whom the Church hath long since silenced by a sound 
and sober assertion, That all the sufferings of our Mediator 
were subjected in his human nature. 

And now the only difficulty will consist in this, how we can 
reconcile the person suffering, with the subject of his passion ; 
how we can say that God did suffer, when we profess the God- 
head suffered not. But this seeming difficulty will admit an 
easy solution, if we consider the intimate conjunction of the 
divine and human nature, and their union in the person of the 
Son. For thereby those attributes which properly belong unto 
the one, are given to the other; and that upon good reason.t 
For being the same individual person is, by the conjunction of 
the nature of God and the nature of man, really and truly both 
God and man; it necessarily followeth, that itis true to say, God 
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+ This danger is the rather to be un- 
folded, because it is not generally under- 
stood. The heresy of Arius, as it was 
condemned by the Council of Nice, is 
known to all. But that he made the na- 
ture of the Word to suffer in the flesh, is 
not so frequently or plainly delivered. 
‘This Phebadius (the first of the Latin 
Church who wrote against the Arians) 
charged them with: ‘ Duplicem hunc 
statum, non conjunctum sed confusum, 
vultis videri; ut etiam unius vestrum, id 
est Epistola Potami, que ad Orientem 
et Occidentem transmissa est, qua asse- 
rit, carne et spiritu Christi coagulatis per 
sanguinem Mariz, et in unum corpus re- 
dactis, passibilem Deum factum. Hoc 
ideo, ne quis illum ex eo crederet, quem 
impassibilem satis constat.’. Lib. adv. 
Arianos,c.7. And again: ‘ Non ergo 
est spiritus caro, nec caro spiritus, quod 
isti volunt egregii Doctores, ut factus sit 
scilicet Dominus et Deus noster ex: hac 
substantiarum permixtione _ passibilis. 
Ideo autem passibilem volunt dici, ne ex 
impassibili credatur.’ cap. 8. Matny ody 
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Dom, 1. i. c. 15, Of this St. Hilary is to 
be understood: ‘Sed eorum. omnis hic 
sensus, ut opinentur metum mortis in Dei 
Filium incidisse, qui asserunt non de 
zternitate prolatum, neque de infinitate 
paterne substantie exstitisse, sed ‘ex 
nullo illum qui omnia creavit effectum ; 
ut assumptus ex nihilo sit, et coeptus ex 
opere, et confirmatus ex tempore. Et 
ideo in eo doloris anxietas, ideo spiritus 
passio cum corporis passione.’ Com. in 
Matt. c. 31. §. 3.. Where clearly he ar- 
gues agaiust the Arians. The right un- 
derstanding whereof, is the only true way 
to reconcile those harsh sayings of his, 
which so troubled the Master of the Sen- 
tences, and the whole Schools ever since. 

¢ ‘ Per indissolubilem unitatem Verbi 
et carnis, omnia que carnis sunt adscri- 
buntur et Verbo, quomodo et que Verbi 
sunt predicantur in carne.’ Orig. in Ep. 
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2s man, and as true, A man is God; because in this particular, 
he which is man is God, and he which is God is man. Again, 
being by reason of the incarnation it is proper to say, God és 
man, it followeth unavoidably, that whatsoever necessarily be- 
longeth to the human nature, may be spoken of God ; otherwise 
there would be a man to whom the nature of man did not be- 
long, which were a contradiction. And being by virtue of the 
same incarnation it is also proper to say, A man is God, by the 
same necessity of consequence we must acknowledge, that all 
the essential attributes of the divine nature may truly be spoken 
of that man; otherwise there would be one truly and properly 
God, to whom the nature of God did not belong, which is a 
clear repugnancy. Again, if the properties of the divine na- 
ture may be truly attributed to that man which is God, then 
may those actions which flow from those properties, be attri- 
buted to the same. And being the properties of the human 
nature may be also attributed to the eternal Son of God, those 
actions or passions which did proceed from those properties, 
may be attributed to the same Son of God, or God the Son. 
Wherefore as God the Son is truly man, and as man truly pas- 
sible and mortal; so God the Son did truly suffer, and did truly 
die. And this is the only true communication of properties.* 
Not that the essential properties of one nature are really 
communicated to the other nature, as if the Divinity of Christ 
were passible and mortal, or his humanity of original omnipo- 
tence and omnipresence; but because the same God the Son 
was also the Son of man, he was at the same time both mortal 
and eternal: mortal as the Son of man, in respect of his hu-. 
manity ; eternal, as the Son of God, in respect of his Divinity. 
The sufferings, therefore, of the Messias were the sufferings of 
God the Son: not that they were the sufferings of his Deity, 
as of which that was incapable; but the sufferings of his hu- 
manity, as unto which that was inclinable. For although the 
human nature was conjoined to the divine, yet it suffered as 
much as if it had been alone ; and the divine as little suffered, 
as if it had not been conjoined: because each kept their re- 
spective properties distinct, without the least confusion in their 
most intimate conjunction. From whence at last the person 
suffering is reconciled to the subject of his passion: for God 
the Son being not only God, but also man, suffered, though not 
in his Deity, by reason of which he is truly God; yet in his 
humanity, by which he who is truly God, is as truly man. And 
thus we conclude our two first disquisitions : Who it was that 
suffered ; in respect of his office, the Messzas, in respect of his 
person, God the Son: How it was he suffered; not in his 
Deity, which is impassible, but in his humanity, which he as- 
sumed, clothed with our infirmities. 


* Called by the Schools ordinarily communicatio idiomatum, by the ancient 
Greek divines “Avridocig, and sometimes “Avriperacracts. 
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Our next inquiry is, What this God the Son did suffer, as the 
Son of man; not in the latitude of all his sufferings, but so far 
as they are comprehended in this Article: which first prescind- 
eth all the antecedent part, by the expression of time under 
Pontius Pilate, who was not governor of Judea long before our 
Saviour’s baptism ; and then takes off his concluding passion, 
by adding his crucifixion and his death. Looking then upon 
the sufferings of our Saviour in the time of his preaching the 
Gospel, and especially before his death, we shall best under- 
stand them, by considering them in relation to the subject or 
recipient of them. And being we have already shewed his pas- 
sion was wholly subjected in his human nature, being that 
nature consisteth of two parts, the soul and body; it will be 
necessary to declare what he suffered in the body, what in 
the soul. 

For the first, As we believe the Son of God took upon him 
the nature of man, of which the body is a part; so we acknow- 
ledge that he took a true and real body, so as to become flesh 
of our flesh, bone of our bone. This body of Christ, really and 
truly human, was also frail and mortal, as being accompanied 
with all those natural properties which necessarily flow from 
the condition of a frail and mortal body: and though now the 
same body, exalted above the highest heavens, by virtue of its 
glorification, be put beyond all possibility of passion; yet in 
the time of his humiliation, it was clothed with no such glorious 
perfection; but as it was subject unto, so it felt, weariness, 
hunger, and thirst. Nor was it only hable to those internal 
weaknesses and natural infirmities, but to all outward injuries 
and violent impressions. As all our corporal pain consists in 
that sense which ariseth from the solution of that continuity 
which is connatural to the parts of our body; so no parts of 
his sacred body were injuriously violated by any outward im- 
pression, but he was truly and fully sensible of the pain arising 
from that violation. Deep was that sense, and grievous was 
that pain which those scourges produced, when “ the ploughers 
ploughed upon his back, and made long their furrows :” (Psalm 
exxix. 3.) the dilaceration of those nervous parts created a most 
sharp and dolorous sensation. The coronary thorns did not 
only express the scorn of the imposers, by that figure into 
which they were contrived, but did also pierce his tender and 
sacred temples to a multiplicity of pains, by their numerous 
acuminations. That spear directed by an impertinent malice, 
which opened his side, though it brought forth water and 
blood, caused no dolorous sensation, because the body was then 
dead ; but the nails which pierced his hands and feet, made 
another kind of impression, while it was yet alive and highly 
sensible. Thus did the body of the Son of man truly suffer the 


bitterness of corporal pains and torments inflicted by violent 
external impressions. 
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As our Saviour took upon him both parts of the nature of 
man, so he suffered in them both, that he might be a Saviour 
of the whole.* In what sense the soul is capable of suffering, 
in that he was subject to animal passion. Evil apprehended to 
come tormented his soul with fear, which was as truly in him 
in respect of what he was to suffer, as hope in reference to the 
recompense of a reward to come after and for his sufferings. 
Evil apprehended at present tormented the same with sadness, 
sorrow, and anguish of mind. So that he was truly represented 
to us by the prophet, as “a man of sorrows, and acquainted 
with grief;” (Isa. li. 3.) and the proper subject of that grief 
he hath fully expressed, who alone felt it, saying unto his dis- 
ciples, “ My soul is exceeding sorrowful, even unto death.” 
(Matt. xxvi. 38.) 

We ought not, therefore, to question whether he suffered in 
his soul or no; but rather to endeavour to reach, if it were pos- 
sible, the knowledge how far, and in what degree, he suffered ; 
how bitter that grief, how great. that sorrow and that anguish 
was. Which though we can never fully and exactly measure ; 
yet we may infallibly know thus much, both from the expres- 
sions of the Spirit of God, and from the occasion of his suffer- 
ings, that the griefs and sorrows which he felt, and the anguish 
which he underwent, were most incomparably far beyond all 
sorrows of which any person here was sensible or capable. 

The evangelists have in such language expressed his agony, 
as cannot but raise in us the highest admiration at the bitter- 
ness of that passion. ‘ He began to be sorrowful,” saith St. 
Matthew (xxvi. 37.) “He began to be sore amazed,” saith 
St. Mark (xiv. 33.) “ and to be very heavy,” say both: (Ibid.) 
and yet these words in our translation come far short of the 
original expression,t which render him suddenly, upon a pre- 


* « Qui suscepit animam, suscepit ani- 
me passionem.’ S. Ambros. de Fide, 1. ii. 


_ + The words in the original are three, 
Avmrticbat, ExIaubeicbas, and adnpovety. Av- 
meicSas the first is of a known and ordi- 
nary signification, but in this case it is to 
be raised to the highest degree of its pos- 
sible significancy, as appears by the 
words which follow, wepiaumds eorw ux 
pov. For, as the ancient grammarians 
observe, 4 weet mpdbecis émiracty dndot, and 
again, i meet meddecis AapBaverat avert Tig 
Umip ware royov daeglécewe nal wepirrorn- 
roo: and therefore seglAumog of itself must 
signify aman possessed with an excessive grief; 
as in Zeschylus Ewmenid. 161. wepiCagu 
xpvos, that is, according to the scholiast, 
mepooae Bagv. But beside this Greek nota- 
tion, here is to be observed a reference to 
the words of David, Psal.xlii.5. ‘vari wegi- 
Avmros ef a Lux n pov 3 sMMNwne-mMd. So that it 
doth not only signify an excess of sorrow 


surrounding and encompassing the soul ; 
but also such as brings a consternation and 
dejection of mind, bowing the soul under 
the pressure and burden of it. And if 
neither the notation of the word, nor the 
relation to that place in the Psalms, did 
express that sorrow, yet the following part 
of our Saviour’s words would sufficiently 
evidence it, ews Savarov, it was a sorrow 
which like “the pangs of death compassed”’ 
him, and like ‘‘ the pains of hell got hold 
upon” him, Psalm cxvi. 3. The second 
word used by St. Mark alone is éxOapCet- 
oSat, which with the vulgar Latin is pa- 
vere, but in the language of the Greeks 
bears a higher sense. @axGog onuealver Thy 
Exmangiy, says Etymologus: and Hesy- 
chius, @du60g° Satu, exmrrngic. Gloss. Vet. 
@¢pCoo, stupor. Philoponus, preserved 
by Eustathius “IA. M. @d6os prév 4 ExtrAn- 
Lict Oapeog S8 nar’ delay rarw 6 Exmarayels. 
From whence the verb Saejy, in termi- 
nation active, in signification passive, 
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sent and immediate apprehension, possessed with fear, horror, 
and amazement, encompassed with grief, and overwhelmed 
with sorrow, pressed down with consternation and dejection of 
mind, tormented with anxiety and disquietude of spirit. | 

This he first expressed to his disciples, (Matt. xxvi. 38, 39. 
Mark xiv. 34, 35.) saying, “ My soul is exceeding sorrowful ;” 
and lest they should not fully apprehend the excess, adding, 
“even unto death,” as if the pangs of death had already en- 
compassed him, and, as the Psalmist speaks, (exvi. 3.) “ the 
pains of hell had got hold upon fim.” He “went but a little 
farther” before he expressed the same to his Father, falling on 
his face and praying, even with “ strong crying and tears, unto 
him that was able to save him from death.” (Heb. v. 7.) ~ Nor 
were his cries or tears sufficient evidences of his inward suffer- 
ings, nor could the sorrows of his breast be poured forth either 
at his lips or eyes; the innumerable pores of all his body must 
give a passage to more lively representations of the bitter an- 
guish of his soul; and therefore while he “ prayed more ear- 
nestly,” in that agony “‘ his sweat was as it were great drops of 
blood falling down to the ground.” (Luke xxii. 44.) As the 
Psalmist had before declared, “Iam poured out like water, 
and all my bones are out of joint: my heart is like wax, it is 
melted in the midst of my bowels.” (Psal. xxii. 14.) The heart 


perculswm esse, in Homer I]. A. 199. @du- 
Cnoev Y “AxiAeds, where it is the observa- 
tion of Eustathius: Td é0apCuoev Evegynti~ 
xy hy vewripa yphicis obu Exe TapeCovpeevor 
yee, nat EIapCndn, nal reSauCnuat, pacly of 
wed “Oxeneovr but not universally true. 
For (as to our purpose) we have both the 
use and sense of this word in the Old 
Testament. As 1 Sam. xiv. 15. t5m 
yon, ual 2auCncev 4 yf, “and the earth 
quaked.”” And Psalm xlviii. 5. smn, 
Aquila éSapeCn8ncav, Symmachus éZewad- 
yuoav, aS Psal. xxxi. 22. “Eya 38 sia év oh 
txorace prov, Aquila SauCios, Symma- 
chus éxmangss. The like is also in the pas- 
sive termination ; as Daniel expresses his 
fear in a vision, ?auGhSuy, xal cinrm ent 
meorwmo ov, Dan. viii. 17. and the 
wicked are described by the Wise Man, 
BexpxCovprevor Servers, wat ivdarpaci inragarcs- 
peeve, Sap. xvii. 3. From whence it ap- 
peareth, that OaCetcOa: of itself signifieth 
a high degree of fear, horror, and amaze- 
ment. Gloss. Vet. QapBotpot, obstwpeo, 
stupeo, pavesco. And by the addition of 
the preposition é£ the signification is aug- 
mented. “ExSapmBos, zxmanutoc, Hesych. 
passively ; @nelov poBegdv nat txOauBov, Dan. 
Vii. 7. actively, i. e. ExaAnxtindy. Such an 
augmentation in this word is justifiable 
by. that rule left us in Eustathius, ad 
Iliad. E. ‘H &£ wesdecte ob peovey viv EEw 
Biro oxecw, ZAAR Upwua worrdusg ocnal- 
va. Of which he gives an example in 


exvoreinc, used by Aristophanes in Pluto, 
982. though not named by him. And 
again, ad Iliad. N. “H &¢ wedSecte exiraci 
dnc, Owolay nai Td wdrora, “ExSapCeicbas 
therefore is udrivre Sauleioda:, to be sur- 
prised with horror in the highest degree, 
even unto stupefuction. Gloss. Vet. “Exdap.- 
Codpeat, obstupesco. he third word is 
*Adnovely, Vulg. Lat. tedere in St. Mark, 
mestus esse in St. Matthew: but it hath 
yet a farther sense. “Adnuova, aundiai, 
dywva, says Hesychius. “Adnuova, 7d Aiay 
AuwoUpat, Suidas. It signifieth therefore 
grief and anguish in excess, as appeareth 
also by the origination of it. For, as Eusta- 
thius observes: Tov ddnuovely mewrorumoy 
Adnpecy AShproveg, 6 EX AVUING wo ola Mak TiV0S 
xéeov, 09 adog AEyerat, avamenrones. Iliad. A. 
From 43 adicw adie, from adiuov adn- 
foe. It hath therefore in it the signifi- 
cation of adny or Alay, satiety, or extremity. 
From whence it is ordinarily so ex- 
pounded, as if it contained the conse- 
quence of the greatest fear or sorrow, 
that is, anxiety of mind, disquietude, and 
restlessness. “Adnoveiv, Adve nal darogeiy, 
apnyavely, Etymol. As Antony is ex- 
pressed by Plutarch, after the loss of 
8,000 men, being in want of all things 
necessary for the rest : Kacomwdreav meete- 
peeve, nal Cpaduvovong adnseovety Have. C. 51. 
So where the Heb. arnwn is by the LXX. 
translated txwaayiic, by Symmachus it is 
rendered ddnjsovng, Eccles. vii. 16. 
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of our Saviour was as it were melted with fear and astonish- 
ment, and all the parts of his body at the same time inflamed 
with anguish and agony ; well then might that melting produce 
a sweat, and that inflamed and rarified blood force a passage 
through the numerous pores. 

And as the evangelists’ expressions, so the occasion of the 
grief, will manifest the height and bitterness thereof: For God 
“laid on his own Son the iniquities of us all;” (Isa. lili. 6.) 
and as we are obliged to be sorry for our particular sins, so was 
he grieved for the sins of usall. If then we consider the per- 
fection and latitude of his knowledge; he understood all the 
sins of men for which he suffered, all the evil and the guilt, all 
the offence against the majesty, and ingratitude against the 
goodness of God, which was contained in all those sins. If we 
look upon his absolute conformity to the will of God; he was 
inflamed with most ardent love, he was most zealous of his glory, 
and most studious to preserve that right which was so highly 
violated by those sins. If we look upon his relation to the 
sons of men; he loved them all far more than any did them- 
selves, he knew those sins were of themselves sufficient to bring 
eternal destruction on their souls and bodies; he considered 
them whom he so much loved, as lying under the wrath of God, 
whom he so truly worshipped. If we reflect upon those graces 
which were without measure diffused through his soul, and 
caused him with the greatest habitual detestation to abhor all 
sin; if we consider all these circumstances, we cannot wonder 
at that grief and sorrow. For if the true contrition of one 
single sinner, bleeding under the sting of the Law only for his 
own iniquities, all which notwithstanding he knoweth not, 
cannot be performed without great bitterness of sorrow and 
remorse; what bounds can we set unto that grief, what mea- 
sures to that anguish, which proceedeth from a full apprehen- 
sion of all the transgressions of so many millions of sinners? 

Add unto all these present apprehensions, the immediate 
hand of God pressing upon him all this load, laying on his 
shoulders at once a heap of all the sorrows which can happen 
unto any of the saints of God; that he, being “ touched with 
the feeling of our infirmities,” (Heb. 11. 17, 18.) might become a 
‘‘merciful high-priest, able and willing to succour them that 
are tempted.” (Heb. iv. 15.) Thus may we “ behold and see if 
there be any sorrow like unto that sorrow which was done unto 
him, wherewith the Lord afflicted him in the day of his fierce 
anger.” (Lam. i. 12.) And from hence we may and must con- 
clude, that the Saviour of man, as he took the whole nature of 
man, so he suffered in whatsoever he took: in his body, by 
internal infirmities and external injuries; in his soul, by fears 
and sorrows, by unknown and inexpressible anguishes. Which 
shews us fully (af it can be shewn) the third particular pro- 
pounded, what our Saviour suffered. 
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That our Saviour did thus suffer, is most necessary to be- 
lieve. First, that thereby we may be assured of the verity of 
his human nature. For if he were not man, then could not man 
be redeemed by him; and if that nature in which he appeared 
were not truly human, then could he not be truly man. But 
we may be well assured that he took on him our nature, when 
we see him subject unto our infirmities. We know the God- 
head is of infinite perfection, and therefore is exalted far above 
all possibility of molestation. When therefore we see our Sa- 
viour truly suffer, we know his divine essence suffered not, and 
thence acknowledge the addition of his human nature, as the 
proper subject of his passion. And from hence we may infal- 
libly conclude, surely that Mediator between God and man was 
truly man, as we are men, who when he fasted was an hungred, 
when he travelled was thirsty and weary as we are, who being 
grieved wept, being in an agony sweat, being scourged bled, 
and being crucified died. 

Secondly, It was necessary Christ should suffer for the re- 
demption of lapsed men, and their reconciliation unto God ; 
which was not otherwise to be performed than by a plenary 
satisfaction to his will. He therefore was by all his sufferings 
made an expiation, atonement, and propitiation, for all our 
sins. For salvation is impossible unto sinners without remis- 
sion of sin; and remission, in the decree of God, impossible 
without effusion of blood. Our redemption therefore could 
not be wrought but by the blood of the Redeemer, but by a 
Lamb slain, but by a suffering Saviour. 

Thirdly, It behoved Christ to suffer, that he might purchase 
thereby eternal happiness in the heavens both for himself the 
head, and for the members of his body. ‘‘ He drank of the brook 
in the way, therefore hath he lift up his head.” (Psal. cx. 7.) 
** Ought not Christ to suffer, and so to enter into his own glory?” 
(Luke xxiv. 26.) And doth he not by the same right by which 
he entered into it, confer that glory upon us? The recompense 
of the reward was set before him, and through an intuition of 
it he cheerfully underwent whatsoever was laid upon him. He 
must therefore necessarily suffer to obtain that happiness, who 
is therefore happy because he suffered. 

Fourthly, It was necessary Christ should suffer, that we might 
be assured that he is truly affected with a most tender com- 
passion of our afflictions. For this end was he subjected. to 
misery, that he might become prone unto mercy; for this pur- 
pose was he made a sacrifice, that he might be a compassionate 
high-priest : and therefore was he most unmerciful to himself, 
that he might be most merciful unto us. 

Fifthly, It was necessary the Son of man should suffer, 
thereby to shew us that we are to suffer, and to teach us how 
we are to suffer. For “if these things were done to the green 
tree, what shall be done to the dry?” (Luke xxii. 31.) Nay, 
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if God ‘spared not his natural, his eternal, his only-begotten 
Son; how shall he spare his adopted sons, who are best known 
to be children because they are chastised, and appear to:be.in 
his paternal affection because they lie under his fatherly correc- 
tion? We are therefore heirs, only because co-heirs with Christ ; 
and we shall be kings, only because we shall reign together 
with him. Itis a certain and infallible consequence, “‘if Christ 
be risen, then shall we also rise; and we must look for as 
strong a coherence in this other, If Christ hath suffered, then 
must we expect to suffer. And as he taught the necessity of, 
so he left us the direction in, our sufferings. Great was the 
example of Job, but far short of absolute perfection: the pat- 
tern beyond all exception is alone our Saviour, who hath taught 
us in all our afflictions the exercise of admirable humility, 
perfect patience, and absolute submission unto the will of God. 

And now we may perceive the full importance of this part of 
the Article, and every Christian may thereby understand what 
he is to believe, and what he is conceived to profess, when he 
makes this confession of his faith, he suffered. For hereby 
every one is obliged to intend thus much: I am really per- 
suaded within myself, and do make a sincere profession of this 
as a most necessary, certain, and infallible truth, that the only- 
begotten Son of God, begotten of the Father, and of the same 
essence with the Father, did for the redemption of mankind 
really and truly suffer; notin his Divinity, which was impas- 
sible, but in his humanity, which in the days of his humiliation 
was subject unto our infirmities: that as he is a perfect Re- 
deemer of the whole man, so he was a complete sufferer in the 
whole; in his body, by such dolorous infirmities. as arise in- 
ternally from human frailties, and by such pains as are inflicted 
by external injuries; in his soul, by fearful apprehensions, by 
unknown sorrows, by anguish inexpressible. And in this lati- 
tude and propriety I believe our Saviour SUFFERED. 


Under Pontius Pilate. 


| Arrer the substance of this part of the Article, consisting 
in our Saviour’s passion, he suffered, followeth the circumstance 
of time, declared by the present governor, under Pontius Pilate. 
Which though the name of a stranger to the commonwealth of 
Israel, and the Church of Christ, is well preserved to eternal 
memory in the sacred articles of our CREED. For as the Son 
of God by his determinate counsel, was sent into the world to 
die in the fulness of time, so it concerns the Church to be as- 
sured of the time in which he died. And because the ancient 
custom of the world was, to make their computations by their 
governors, and refer their historical relations to the respective 
times of their government: therefore that we might be properly 
assured of the actions of our Saviour which he did, and of his 
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sufferings (that is, the actions which others did to him), the 
present governor is named in that form of speech which is 
proper to such historical or chronological narrations, when we 
affirm that he suffered under Pontius Pilate.* 

And becausethe not only suffered under him as the present 
governor, but also was arraigned and condemned by him as a 
judge; therefore it will be necessary for the illustration of the 
manner, and confirmation of the truth of our Saviour’s. suffer- 
ings, to declare what hath been left and delivered to our know- 
ledge, both concerning his person and his office. 7 

For the first, we find him described by two names: nor is 
any other name of his extant, although, according to the ge- 
neral custom of the Romans,} he should have three. The first 
of these two is Pontius,t the name descended to him from the 


* "E@l Tovriou MAdrou. Which words 


tt Svo pativag apyovros “AOnvaloss, Thucyd. 
are capable of a double construction. 


1. ii. c. 2. And as the Greeks thus re- 


First, as they are used by St. Paul, 1 
Tim. vi. 13. "Inoot, rod paeruehcavres emt 
Tlovrioy Tika rou tiv uaARY dproroyiay, “© Who 
before Pontius Pilate witnessed a good 
confession ;” that is, standing before him, 
as before a judge. As the same person, 
Matt. xxviii. 14. Kal éay axovrSn rovro 
ent rou hyspeovos, If this come to be tried be- 
fore the procwrator. Thus Festus pro- 
pounded it to St. Paul, Acts xxv. 9. Sé- 
Asis uplverSat ew euod; and St. Paul an- 
swered in the same propriety of speech, 
Bat Tov Chuwros Kaicagos ora ett. Thus 
-Christ tells his apostles, Mark xiii. 9. 
Ent hyeudvoy wat Bacirtov orabncecbe, And 
in this sense és? is often used by the 
Greeks. Secondly, é#! MiAdrou is under 
. Pilate, that is, in the time of his govern- 
‘ment, when and while he was procurator 
of Judea ; as im deyseptwv “Awa wal Kai- 
apa, Luke iii. 2. and él ’aCiabae rod de- 
xtepéwo, Mark ii. 26. Which is also ac- 
cording to the custom and language of 
the Greeks, as: Karaxaucpsdg eat Asuxa- 
Alwvos éyévero. Marm. Arundel. Odro toay 
emt rod Aaoeédovrog ELavarrdvrav Tew, 
Plat. Epist. xii. ad Archytam. And ént 
rourov Cactrsvovros, in this king’s reign, is 
the common phrase of Pausanias. ‘Thus 
the Athenians among their nine “Agyovtes 
had one who was called *Esays0¢,. be- 
cause his name was used for the deno- 
tation of that year ; and the phrase was 
usually, at rot Seive, or Eat rod dsiva den we 
ros, as I find it thrice in one place. ‘o 
waev yee (Isonedrns) eat Avoiud you, MAdrey 
de emt Apesiviou yéyovey, ep ov Tlepiudjtig ere. 
Asutncev. Laert. in Plutone, 1. iti. init: 
In the same manner did the Lacedemo- 
niaus make their historical accounts by 
their Ephori, and the Argivi by the 
priestesses of Juno: "Em! Xeucidos év "Agyes 
sire mevrinovra Suoiy Séovra Ern legepetvnc, 


nat Alvngiou épéeau ev, Sardprn, nal Wudodagou » 


ferred all actions to the times of these 
governors, so did the Jews under the 
Roman government, to the procurators 
of Judea; as appeareth by Josephus, 
who mentioning the first of that office, 
Coponius, presently relates the insurrec- 
tion of Judas Galileus in this manner : 
"Em? rovrou (Kwarwviov) tho dvip TadsAaiac, 
"Lovdag bvopen, big amooracw sviive TOUS Emriya- 
gsoug. de Bell, Jud. |. ii. c. 12. Then 
names his successor Ambivius, é¢’ od ¥a- 
Aden lauuav xerodrgigre:: after him Rufus, 
ep’ ov Si nal rereuTe Kaicag. Antig. Jud. 
1. xvili.c. 3. And in the same manner 
in the Creed, raSvra éat TMovriou Miva rou; 
our Saviour suffered wnder Pontius Pilate, 
that is, at the time when he was procu- 
rator of Judea; as Ignatius fully: & 
Karen Tio nyeroviag Tovrtou WsAarov. Npist. 
ad Magnesios, c. 11. 

+ Pausanias, speaking of the Romans; 
saith: Tpla dmdre 4 oAipirre, nol ers mAEovE 
dvoprare enacrw thiOsyrat. Achaic.c.7. - And 
although Diomedes and Plutarch have 
observed, that even among the Romans 
there were some Sswvugea, yet the preno- 
men was never omitted, as Priscian af- 
firmed : ‘ Ex illo tempore consuetudo te- 
nuit, ut nemo: Romanus sit absque preno- 
mine.’ ].ii. p. 577. ed. Putsch. 

¢ Pontius and Pilatus were his nomen 
and cognomen, in the same manner as Ju- 
lius and Cesar are described by Suetonius: 
«Non Cesare et Bibulo, sed Julio et Ca- 
sare, Coss., actum scriberent, bis eundem 
preponentes, nomine atque cognomine.’ 
j,i. c. 20. Thus without a prenomen or 
agnomen, he is only known to us by his 
nomen properly called, and his cognomen. 
The nature of which two is thus described 
by the ancients: ‘ Nomen proprium est 
gentilitium, id est, quod originem gentis 
et familie declarat, ut Portius, Cornelius ; 
cognomen est quod uniuscujusque pro- 
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original of his family, which was very ancient; the second Pi- 
latus,as a cognominal addition distinguishing from the rest 
descending from the same original, 

He was by birth a Roman ; by degree of the equestrian order, 
sent by Tiberius the emperor to be a governor of Judea. For 
about threescore years before our Saviour’s birth, the Jews by 
Pompey the Great were made tributary to the Romans. And 
although during the life of Hircanus the high-priest, the reign 
of Herod and his son Archelaus, the Roman state suffered the 
Jews to be ruled by their own laws and governors ; yet when 
Archelaus was banished by Augustus, they received their gover- 
nors from the Roman emperor, being made a part of the province 
of Syria,* belonging to his care. In the life of Augustus there was 


a succession of three, Coponius, Ambivius, and Rufus. 


At the 


beginning of the reign of Tiberius, they were governed by Va- 
lerius Gracchus, and at his departure by Pontius Pilate. 

The office which this Pilate bare was the Procuratorship 
of Judea, as is most evident out of the history both of the Ro- 
mans,+ from whom he received his authority, and of the Jews, 


prium, et nominibus gentilitiis subjungi- 
tur, ut Cato, Scipio.’ Diomedes de Orat. 
1, i. p. 306. ‘Nomen quod familie ori- 
ginem declarat, ut Cornelius ; cognomen, 
quod nomini subjungitur, ut Scipio.’ Cha- 
risius, 1. ii. p. 126. The first of these 
Dionysius calls +3 cvyysviney nal wargavv- 
prxdy, Plutarch oixiag h yévoug xowov and xo8- 
vov dard cuyyeveiac* the second he calls mpo- 
onyopiney €& Emiérvov. Thus Pontius was his 
nomen gentis or gentilitium, and Pilatus his 
cognomen. As therefore Pontius Aquila, 
Pontius Cominius, Pontius Herennius, 
Pontius Paulinus, &c. so also Pontius Pi- 
latus. Wherefore in vain have some of 
the ancients endeavoured to give an ety- 
mology of these names, as they do of 
Greek and Hebrew names in Scripture, 
and think thereby to express the nature or 
actions of them that bare the names. As 
Isidorus Hispal. Orig. 1. vii.c.10. ‘ Pon- 
tius, Declinans concilium, utique Jude- 
orum: accepta enim aqua lavit manus 
suas, dicens, Innocens ego sum a sanguine 
hujus justi.’ And Eutychius, patriarch of 
Alexandria, deduced Pontius from an 
island called Ponta, near to Rome. And 
St. Jerome: ‘Quod significat nomen Pi- 
lati, i. e. Malleatoris, i. e. qui domat fer- 
reas gentes.’ ad Matt. xv. ‘ Pilatus, Os 
malleatoris ; quia dum Christum ore suo 
et justificat et condemnat, more mallea- 
toris utrinque ferit.’ Isidor. ibid. ‘ Pon- 
tius, Declinans concilium ; Pilatus, Os mal- 
leatoris.’ S. Hier. denom. Hebraicis, in Lu- 
ca, col. 1479. et rursus in Actis, col. 1482. 
Where he lets us understand that these 
etymologies were made from the Hebrew 
language ; and makes an excuse, because 


the letter P is here taken for the Hebrew 
5, to which the Latin F more properly 
answers: ‘Sed sciendum est, quod apud 
Hebrzos P litera non habetur, nec ullum 
nomen est quod hoc elementum sonet: 
abusive igitur accipienda, quasi per F lit- 
teram scripta sint.’ col. 1479. Thus did 
they vainly strive to find an Hebrew ori- 
ginal, and that such a one as should repre- 
sent the conditions of Pilate; when these 
two names are nothing else but the Ro- 
man nomen and cognomen of that person. 

* Tho “Aexerdou vapylag meramecwong 
tic emraexiay. Joseph. de Bell. Jud. |. ii. c. 
13. Tig 38 "Apxyerdov xweag UmorEAoUG mpoove- 
panseions rh Yuewy. Antiq. Jud. |. xvii.c. 15. 
Tlapiv 3€ Kuphvsog elo tiv ‘loudatav mpooShuny 
Lugiag ywomévny. Ibid. ]. xviii. c. 1. 

+ Tacitus speaking of the Christians : 
‘ Auctor nominis ejus Christus, qui Tibe- 
rio imperitante per procuratorem Pontium 
Pilatum supplicio affectus est.’ Annal. 1. 
xv. c. 44. And Tertullian, most skilful of 
their laws and customs, speaks thus of our 
Saviour: ‘ postremo oblatum Pontio Pi- 
lato, Syriam tunc ex parte Romana pro- 
curanti.’ Apologet. c. 21. Whom St. Cy- 
prian follows: ‘ Hunc magistri eorum— . 
Pontio Pilato, qui tunc ex parte Romana 
Syriam procurabat, tradiderunt.’ De Idol. 
Vau. §. 7. Thus also Josephus for the 
Jews: Teupbeis 38 sig lovdatav émirpomos vad 
TiBegiou MAarog. De Bell. Jud. 1. ii. c. 14. 
And Philo: tWindrog hv ray imap yoy émtreo- 
moe amodederyputvog Tig “Ioudabag. De Virtut. 
et legat. ad Caium, p. 589. vol. ii. And 
therefore those words of St. Luke, c. iii. 1. 
hysprovevovrog Tovriou Tliadrou rig “Toudaiac, 
were properly translated by the old inter- 
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over whom he exercised his dominion. But what was the office 
of a Procurator in those times,* though necessary for our pre- 
sent purpose, is not so easy to determine, because it was but 


newly introduced into the Roman government. 


For before the 


dominion of that city was changed from a commonwealth into 
an empire, there was no such public office in any of the pro- 
vinces; and, particularly in Judea, none till after the banish- 
ment of Archelaus, some years after our Saviour’s birth. When 
Augustus divided the provinces of the empire into two parts, 
one of which he kept for his own care, and left the other to the 
inspection of the senate; he sent, together with the President 
of each province, as the governor-in-chief of the province, a 
Procurator, whose office was to take an account of all the tri- 


preter, procurante Pontio Pilato Judeam. 
Thus Lucius Dexter ad annum Christi 28. 
‘Pontius Pilatus procurator Jude a Ti- 
berio mittitur in Judwam.’ And Justin 
Martyr most properly : Tov cravgwOivra em? 
Tlovtiou TiAdrov, Tov yevoreévov Ev lovdata eat 
xebvors TiBegiou Kairagos éwirpomov. Apol. ii. 
p- 60. And again, speaking to the empe- 
rors, by whom the procurators were sent: 
Kal TsAdrov rod tperépou map ‘loudaloss yevo- 
feévou émirpomov. Ibid. p. 78. And again : 
Meta Tov bvoprarog “Inco Xpiorov, Tov orav- 
pwbévrog ear Tlovriou, Tov yevogeévou Eartrpomrov 
rig "Iovdatag. Dial. cum Tryph. p. 247. As 
also Eusebius: Awdexarw tuvauTe tig TsBe- 
elou Baucirglag, émirpomoes rig “Iovdalas vad Te- 
Bepiou xabioraras MiAarog. Hist. Keel. |. 1. 
c.10. And St. Jerome’s translation of 
his Chronicon : ‘ Pilatus procurator Ju- 
de a Tiberio mittitur.’ ‘Thus it appears 
that Pilate of the equestrian order, was 
properly procurator, as that office was or- 
dinarily given to men of that order, as 
Tacitus testifies: ‘Cn. Julius Agricola 
utrumque avum procuratorem Cesarum 
habuit, que equestris nobilitas est.’ In 
vit. Jul. Agric. c. 4.. Which is to be un- 
derstood concerning the imperial pro- 
vinces : for into those which were of the 
provinces of the people, the procurators 
sent by Cesar were of the Liberti. For 
the emperor sent into all the provinces his 
procurators, but with this difference, as 
Dio observes : Eis wavra sumotws ra ESyn, Th 
Te EavTod ual Ta Tov Sheou, TodS prev EX THY 
iwméov, Tobs 3é Ex TAY dmereUDEguv, Wéeeaes. 
Hist. 1. liti. c. 15. 

* The Roman procurator is ordinarily 
in Greek authors expressed by their ’Ext- 
reomos, as the Gloss. Latino-Grec. Procu- 
rator, Emireonos. But yet they are not of 
the same latitude in their use ; “Eaitpomos 
comprehending the notion of tutor, as well 
as procurator. Hesych. “Esirgomos, 6 meo- 
orarav xuplov, xab Gang rng oveiag, nal dpda- 
vav. Gloss. Vet. “Eatreorres, procurator, tu. 
tur. "Enirpomos therefore was used by the 


Greeks in both notions, whereof procu- 
rator of the Latins is but one. And in 
the language of the Romans, he is a pro- 
curator which undertakes to manage the 
business of another man. ‘ Procurator si 
negotium suscipit,’ saith Asconius in 
Divin. and Sex. Pompeius, ‘ Procurator 
absentis nomine actor fit ;) he to whom the 
care of another man’s estate or affairs was 
committed. Gloss. Vet. “Evroa%, Commissum, 
et "EvroAcis, procurator. In correspondence 
to these procurators of the affairs and es- 
tates of private persons, there were made 
such as did take care in every province of 
the imperial revenue; who, in respect of 
the person whom they served, were called 
Procuratores Cesaris, or Augustales; in 
respect of the countries where they served, 
were termed. Procuratores Provinciales. 
Their office is best described by Dio, Hist. 
]. iti. c. 15. Tobe toiresqrous, ow yee Tas 
Te nolvag Meorddous EXAEyovTAG Kal MpooTETAYy- 
peeve ohiow dvaricnovrac, dvomalouxev, We 
call, says he, these “Em:rpémous, that is, 
Procuratores, which receive the public re- 
venues, and dispose of them according to 
the commands received from the emperor. 
For they acted in his name, and what was 
done by them was accounted as done by 
the emperor himself. ‘ Que acta gesta 
sunt a Procuratore Cesaris, sic ab eo 
comprobari ac si a Cesare gesta essent:’ 
Ulpian. 1. i. ff. As we read in Tacitus of 
the emperor Claudius: ‘Sepius audita 
vox Principis, parem vim rerum habendam 
a Procuratoribus suis judicatarum, ac si 
ipse statuisset.” Annal. |. xii. c. 60. And 
in Suetonius ; ‘Ut rata essent que Pro- 
curatores sui in judicando statuerent, a 
Senatu precario exegit.’ Cluud, Ces. c.12. 
The proper office therefore of the provin- 
cial procurator was, toreceive theimperial 
revenues, and dispose of it as the emperor 
commanded, and to all intents and pur- 
poses to do such things as were necessary 
thereunto, with such authority, as if the 
emperor himself had done them. 
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bute, and whatsoever was due to the emperor, and to order and 
dispose of the same for his advantage. Neither was there, at 
the first institution of this office, any other act belonging pro- 
perly to their jurisdiction, but such a care and disposal of the 
imperial revenue: which they exercised as inferior and subor- 
dinate to the President, always supreme provincial officer. 
Now Judea being made part of the province of Syria, and 
consequently under the care of the President of that province, 
according to this institution, a particular Procurator was as- 
signed unto it, for the disposing the emperor’s revenue. And 
because the nation of the Jews were always suspected of a re- 
bellious disposition against the Roman state, and the President 
of Syria, who had the power of the sword, was forced to attend 
upon the other parts of the province; therefore the Procurator 
of Judea was furnished with power of life and death,* and so 
administered all the power of the President, which was, as to 
the Jews, supreme. Which is very observable, as an eminent 
act of the providence of God, by which the full power of 


* This appeareth by Coponius, the first 
proper procurator of Judea, who was 
brought in by Quirimus Preses of Syria, 
when he came to dispose of the goods of 
Archelaus, and to reduce Judea into the 
form of a province, and adjoin it to Syria. 
Of this Coponius Josephus writeth after 
this manner: Kwarevds te atte (Kuenviw) 
TUYHATAMEATETAL, TAYMLATOS TOV INTE, hyn- 
oorevos lovdalav Th emt warty efoucta* that be- 
ing of the equestrian order, he was sent with 
Quirinus to govern the Jews with the supreme 
power. Antiq. ]. xviii. c. 1. And yet 
more expressly, as to the time, occasion, 
and extent, of his power: Tig dé Agyehdou 
xepag sig Emaeylay weeryeadeiong, érrizxpomog 
Tig tormimng mapa “Pwpaios rakews, Kwmavios 
WEATETAL, EXPE TOU HTEWEW AaBay Maeda TOU 
Kaicagoo e£ouciav. Id. de Bell. Jud. |. ii. c 
11. When those parts which were under 
the command of Archelaus were reduced 
into a province, Coponius was sent thither 
by the emperor, and furnished with power 
of life and death. For although, in the 
proconsular provinces, the procurator of 
the emperor had’ no power but in those 
things which belonged to the exchequer ; 
yet in those provinces which were. pro- 
perly presidales, the Procurator was often 
loco Presidis. From whence in the ancient 
inscriptions we read of the same person : 
‘Procurator et Preses Alpium,’ ‘ Procu- 
rator et Preses provinciarum per Orien- 

‘tem,’ ‘Procurator et Preses provincie 
Sardinie.’ It was often therefore so, that 
the Procurator, did Presidis partibus fungi; 
as Ulpian. |. viii. de officio Proconsulis : ‘ In 
provinciam enim Presidum provinciarum, 
nec aliter Procuratori Cesaris hec cogni- 
tio injungitur, quam Presidis partibus in 


provincia fungatur.’ And this is very ne- 
cessary to be observed, because a procu- 
rator barely as such, not armed with the 
power of the Preses provincia, had not the 
power of thesword. As Antoninus to Va- 
lerius : ‘ Procurator meus, qui vice Pre- 
sidis non fungebatur, exsilii tibl penam 
non potuit irrogare.’ J, ix. Cod. de penis. 
And to Heliodorus: ‘ Procurator meus, qui 
vice Presidis provincie non fungitur, sicut 
exigere peenam deserte accusationis non 
potest, ita judicare ut ea inferatur senten- 
tia sua non potest.’ |. iii, C. Ubi Cause. 
This was plain in the case of Lucilius Ca- 
pito, procurator of Asia Minor, who was 
called in question for exceeding his power, 
and deserted therein by Tiberius: ‘ Pro- 
curator Asiz Lucilius Capito, accusante 
provincia, causam dixit magna cum as- 
severatione Principis, non se jus nisi in 
servitia et pecunias familiares dedisse. 
Quod si vim Pretoris usurpasset, mani- 
busque militum usus foret, spreta in eo 
mandata sua, audirent socios.’ Tacit. An- 
nal. 1, iv.c. 15. And Dio upon the said 
example observes in general, that the 
procurators had no such power: Od yae 
efiv Tore ToS TH adroMpaToeiKa Hphuara dtot~ 
HOUTS WALOV OVIEV TOKE, TAG VEVOELITLEVAS IeO- 
oddoug ExAgyew, Hai geet THY Siahopav Ev Te TH 
ayora ualuara Tove vomous eLicou Toc iarats 
dindZerSas. 1. lvii. c. 23. But although 
the ordinary procurators had no other 
power, but to dispose of the revenue, and 
determine private causes ; yet he which 
was vice Presidis, had the power of the 
Preses: and such a procurator was Pon- 
tius Pilate in Judza,as the others who 
preceded him also were. 


UNDER PONTIUS PILATE. 297 


judicature in Judea was left in the hands of the resident 
Procurator. 

For by this means it came to pass that Christ, who by the 
determinate counsel of God was to die, and by the prediction 
of the prophets was to suffer in a manner not prescribed by the 
law of Moses, should be delivered up to a foreign power, and 
so suffer death after the customs of that nation to whose 
power he was delivered. The malice of the obstinate Jews 
was high to accuse and prosecute him, but the power of the 
Jews was not so high as judicially to condemn him. For al- 
though the chief priests, and the elders, and the scribes, ‘ con- 
demned him to be guilty of death;” (Mark xiv. 64.) yet they 
could not condemn him to die, or pronounce the sentence of 
death upon him, “but delivered him up unto Pilate:” and 
when he refusing, said unto them, “Take ye him, and judge 
him according to your law,” they immediately returned, “ It is 
not lawful for us to put any man to death.” (John xviii. 30,31.) 
The power of life and death was not in any court of the Jews, 
but in the Roman governor alone, as supreme; and therefore 
they answered him, it was “not lawful:’* not in respect of 
the law of Moses, which gave them both sufficient power and 
absolute command to punish divers offenders with death; but 
in relation to the Roman empire, which had taken all that 
dominion from them. Forty years before the destruction of 
Jerusalem, the Jews themselves acknowledge that they lost 
this power; which is sufficient to shew that they had it not 
when our Saviour suffered: and it is as true that they lost it 
twenty years before, at the relegation of Archelaus, and the 
coming of Coponius the Procurator with full power of life and 
death. Wherefore our Saviour was delivered unto Pilate, as 
the supreme judge over the nation of the Jews, that he might 
pronounce the sentence of death upon him. 

But how this judge could be persuaded to an act of so much 
injustice and impiety, is not yet easy to be seen. The nume- 
rous controversies of the religion of the Jews did not concern 
the Roman governors, nor were they moved with the frequent 
quarrels arising from the different sects. Pilate knew well 
‘it was for envy that the chief priests delivered him;” (Matt. 


* I say, therefore, the Jews answered, 
that it was not lawful for them to put any 
man to death, because that power was 
taken out of their hands. For although 
St. Augustin thinks they thought it not 
Jawful in respect of the Passover: ‘In- 
telligendum est eos dixisse, non sibi li- 
cere interficere quenquam, propter diei 
festi sanctitatem, quem celebrare jam 
coeperant.’ Tract. 14. in Ioan. and St. 
Cyril be of the same opinion ; yet others 
of the ancients deliver the true cause why 
they apply themselves to Pilate, to be their 


want of power; as Ammonius most ex- 
pressly, Caten. Patr. in S. Ivan. c. xviii. p. 
427.: Tivog Evenev avrcy ovw dyetaov, BAX” éart 
aoy TsAarov iyayov; pedAtora prty TO mcAD 
This apis evra nal The ELouciag breTEnvETO, 
Aosmroy Dard “Papratous THY Upay aT oy KEL LEVEY 
and upon these words in St. John, zbid. p. 
428.: ‘Q¢ tnwecdvres tig apxiis, toay yae 
bm ‘Papatous, siroy roure, So Theophy- 
lact: “Ayoucw airy elg 7d oreasToipioy, ov yae 
Elyoy adrol eouriay dversiv, ATE TAY Tpaymd- 
Tov ind “Poeatoug xeetvav. Com. in loan. 


¢. 18. And before him St. Chrysostom. 
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xxvil. 18.) and when “he had examined him, he found no 
fault touching those things whereof they accused him.” (Luke 
xxii. 14.) Three times did he challenge the nation of the 
Jews, “ Why? what evil hath he done?” Three times did he 
make that clear profession, ‘I have found no cause of death 
in him.” (Ibid. 22.) His own wife, admonished in a dream, 
‘sent unto him, saying, Have thou nothing to do with that 
just man:” (Matt. xxvu. 19.) and when he heard that “he 
made himself the Son of God, he was more afraid :” (John xix. 
7, 8.) and yet notwithstanding these apprehensions and pro- 
fessions, he condemned and crucified him. 

Here we must look upon the nature and disposition of Pilate, 
which inclined and betrayed him to so foul an act. He was a 
man of a high, rough, untractable, and irreconcileable spirit,* 
as he is described by the Jews, and appeareth from the begin- 
ning of his government, when he brought the bucklers stamped 
with the pictures of Cesar into Jerusalem (which was an 
abomination to the Jews), and could neither be moved by the 
blood of many, nor persuaded by the most humble applications 
and submissive entreaties of the whole nation, to remove them, 
till he received a sharp reprehension and severe command from 
the emperor Tiberius. After that, he seized on the Corban, 
that sacred treasury, and spent it upon an aqueduct: nor could 
all their religious and importunate petitions divert his inten- 
tions, but his resolution went through their blood to bring in 
water. When the Galileans came up to Jerusalem, to worship 
God at his own Temple, ‘‘ he mingled their blood with their 
sacrifices.” (Luke xii. 1.) Add to this untractable and irre- 
concileable spirit, by which he had so often exasperated the 
Jews, an avaricious and rapacious disposition, which prompted 
him as much to please them ; and we may easily perceive what 
moved him to condemn that person to death whom he declared 
innocent. The evangelist telleth us that “ Pilate, willing to 
content the people, released Barabbas unto them, and deli- 
vered Jesus to be crucified.” (Mark xv.15.) They accused him 
at Rome, for all the insolences and rapines which he had com- 
mitted, and by this act he thought to pacify them.t 

It was thus necessary to express the person under whom our 
Saviour suffered; first, That we might for ever be assured of 
the time in which he suffered.{ The enemies of Christianity 


* So Philo testifieth of him: "Hy ydae 
why diow anajeons, nal etd ro aiOddous 
aprethinros. De Viriut. et Legat. ad Caium, 
p- 590. vol. ii. And again: Ofa obv éy- 
nora Exo nab Bapipanvig avSporgros. Ibid. 

t For that which is observed by Philo 
upon the dedication of the shields at the 
first entrance into his government, must 
needs be much more true at this time of 
our Saviour’s passion, when he had com- 
mitted so many insolences, viz. that he 


feared the Jews should complain of him 
to Tiberius: To rerevratoy rodro mariore 
adroy efereayuve, naradeloavra pa TH oves 
meec Bevodprevor nat rhc dAAng adtod Emrirpomns 
elertyEwor rag UBpes, rag apmayac, Tag al- 
ulac, Tag emnpsiag, Tovg axplrovg nal Eqar- 
AnAoug povoug, Tiv dvivuTov Kab deyarewrarny 
doeornra diekernOevres. De Virtut. et Legat. 
ad Caium, p. 590. vol. ii. 

¢ ‘Cautissime qui Symbolum tradide- 
runt, etiam tempus quo hee sub Pontio 
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began first to unsettle the time of his passion, that thereby 
they might at last deny the passion itself; and the rest of their 
falsehood was detected by the discovery of their false chro- 
nology.* Some fixed it to the seventh year of the reign of 
Tiberius,+ whereas it is certain Pontius Pilate was not then 
Procurator in Judea ; and as certain that our Saviour was bap- 
tized eight years after, ‘‘in the fifteenth year of the reign of 
Tiberius Cesar.” (Luke iii. 1.) Some of the Jews, lest the de- 
struction of Jerusalem might seem to follow upon, and for, our 
Saviour’s crucifixion, have removed it near threescore years 
more backward yet, placing his death in the beginning of 
Herod’s reign,{ who was not born till towards the death of 
the same king. Others have removed it farther yet near twenty 
years,§ and so vainly tell us how he died under Aristobulus, 
above fifty years before his birth in Bethlehem. This they do 
teach their proselytes, to this end, that they may not believe 
so much as the least historical part of the blessed evangelists. 
As, therefore, they deny the time of our Saviour’s passion, in 
design to destroy his doctrine; so, that we might establish the 
substance of the Gospel depending on his death, it was neces- 
sary we should retain a perfect remembrance of the time in 


, 

Pilato gesta sunt designarunt, ne ex aliqua 
parte velut vaga et incerta gestorum tra- 
ditio vacillaret.’ Ruffinus in Expos. Symb. 
§. 20. ‘Credimus itaque in eum qui sub 
Pontio Pilato crucifixus est et sepultus. 
Addendum enim erat Judicis nomen 
propter temporum cognitionem.’ S. Au- 
gust. de Fide et Symb. c. 5. §. 11. ‘ Pilatus 
Judex erat in illo tempore ab imperatore 
positus in Judea, sub quo Dominus passus 
est; cujus mentio ad temporis significa- 
tionem, non ad persone illius pertinet 
dignitatem.’ Serm. 131. de Tempore. 
Ireneus speaking of St. Paul: ‘ Evange- 
lizabat Filium Dei Christum Jesum, qui 
sub Pontio Pilato crucifixus est.’ 1. v. c. 
12. And to make the more certain cha- 
racter of time, Ignatius added to the name 
of Pilate that of Herod: “AdAnSd¢ eat 
Tovrioy TliAdrov wal “Hpwddou reredexou xaOn- 
Awprévov varép icv ev caput. Epist. ad 
Smyrn. c. 1. 


* So Eusebius detected some of those 
which lived not long before him: Ovxovy 
gaping ameAnAtyutat TO WAacua Tav Kare | 
To Swrigos iuwv iwouvhuara yOeo nat 
meany Ssadedandray, By cig GrewTog a’ToC 6 Tig 
TApArnprsiareng Xpovos TV TEWAaKOT WY AITE- 
Atyxes 7d Pevdog. Hist. Eccles, 1. i. c. 9. 

t Et rig terderng 3° ovv imrareiag TiBegiou, 
i yéyovey troug ERDon0v Tie BactrElas alroD, 
Ta Weel TO cwrhprov avrois wabog ToAmnIevra 
meeerer, ual” oy Seluvuras yedvov rand emiorde 
ww Tn “lovsata TsAdroc. Kuseb. Eccl. Hist. 
bi. 6-9: 

¢ Divers of the Jews place the passion 
of Christ in the year of their account 3724, 
which is sixty-nine years before our com- 
mon account of the year in which he suf- 
fered. This invention of their own, 
grounded upon no foundation, and backed 
with not so much as the least probability, 
they deliver as a tradition among them, 
continued in this rhyme, 


925) yin 92’wn op>x’D Miwa 
5s) yya a>”pn mwas 
i.e. In the year 3724 he of Nazareth was taken, 
And in the year 532 he was crucified on a tree. 


Not that they thought him taken in one 
year, and crucified in another ; but these 
two unequal numbers signify the same 
year, the lesser number being a period of 
years, which, seven times numbered, 
equalleth the greater. So that their mean- 
ing is, that after seven periods, consisting 
of 532 years, in the year of the world 
3724, Jesus of Nazareth was crucified. 


§ Others of the Jews pretend another 
account, viz. that Jesus was born in the 
year 3671, which was the fourth of Jan- 
neus, and crucified in the year 3707, 
which was the third of Aristobulus ; mak- 
ing him the disciple of R. Josuah the son 
of Perachiah, according to that usual 
phrase of theirs, 1»Mw mm) J pw sa43 
om mwa wr Vide Sepher Juchasin. 
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which he died. Nor need we be ashamed that the Christian 
religion, which we profess, should have so known an Epocha, 
and so late an original.. Christ came not into the world in the 
beginning of it, but in “the fulness of time.” (Gal. iv. 4.) 

Secondly, It was thought necessary to include the name of 
Pilate in our CREED, as of one who gave a most powerful 
external testimony to the certainty of our Saviour’s death, and 
the innocency of his life.* He did not only profess, to the 
condemnation of the Jews, that he found nothing worthy of 
death in Christ; but left the same written to the Gentiles of 
the Roman empire. Two ways he is related to have given 
most ample testimony to the truth: first, By an express written 
to Tiberius, t and by him presented to the senate; secondly, 
By records written in tables, of all things of moment which 
were acted in his government. { 


* «Nota quod in Pilato et uxore ejus, 

justum Dominum confitentibus, Gentilis 
populi testimonium est.’ S. Hier. in Matt. 
XXVil. 
+ That Pontius Pilate wrote unto Ti- 
berius of the death and resurrection of 
our Saviour, is testified by Tertullian, 
who was best acquainted with the Roman 
history : ‘ Ea omnia super Christo Pilatus 
et ipse jam pro sua conscientia Christi- 
anus, Cesari tum Tiberio renunciavit.’ 
Apol. c. 21. And again: ‘ Tiberius ergo, 
cujus. tempore nomen Christianum in se- 
culum introivit, annunciatum sibi ex Syria 
Palestina, que veritatem illius (Christi) 
divinitatis revelarat, detulit ad Senatum 
cum prerogativa suffragii sui.’ Ibid. c. 5. 
This is related by Eusebius out of Tertul- 
lian, in‘his Ecclesiastical History, |. ii. c. 
2. and referred to the two-and-twentieth 
year of Tiberius in his Chron. ‘ Pilato de 
Christianorum dogmate ad Tiberium re- 
ferente, Tiberius retulit ad Senatum, ut 
inter cetera sacra reciperetur.’ The au- 
thority of this Express is grounded on the 
great reputation of Tertullian (as is ob- 
served also by the author of the Chronicon 
Alexandrinum, who concludes the relation 
with these words, wo iotogst TeeruAasavos 6 
“Pwyzatos), and the general custom by 
which all the governors of the provinces 
did give account unto the emperor of all 
such passages as were most remarkable : 
Tladasod ueugurnudtos Etoug rots Tov EOvaw 
apxKouct Te Waed Thier nasyoTomovpeva TH 
Thy Baclreion deyny EMiMpATODVTL THLALVELY, HE 
pendev airoy Uadidedcnor ray yivopsévav. Hused. 
Eccl. Hist. 1. ii. c. 2. 

+t The ancient Romans were desirous to 
preserve the memory of all remarkable 
passages which happened in the city : and 
this was done either in their Acta Senatus, 
or Acta diurna populi; which were dili- 
gently made and kept at Rome. In ‘the 


same manner, the governors in the pro- 
vinces took care that all things worthy of 
remark should be written in public tables, 
and preserved as the Acta in their govern- 
ment. And agreeably to this custom, 
Pontius Pilate kept the memoirs of the 
Jewish affairs, which were therefore called 
Acta Pijati, in which an account was given 
of our blessed Saviour ; and the primitive 
Christians did appeal unto them in their 
disputes with the Gentiles, as toamost un- 
doubted testimony. Justin Martyr urged 
them even unto the Roman emperors : 
Kal ravre ors yeyove, Swvacbe uadely Ex Tay 
émt Tovriou TsAdrou yevorrévow “Anta. Apol. 
ii. p.76. And again : “O713¢ radra éxoincey, 
tu Tay Et Tlovriou bAdrou yevorrévav “Anta 
peace dvvacbs. Ibid. p. 84. And in the 
differences between the Christians, they 
were cited by both parties. As the Tes- 
saresdecatite alleged them for their cus- 
tom of the observance of Easter, as [pi- 
phanius testifieth of them : °Aw0raiv"Axroy 
diPev MiAdrov adyotor tiv dueiBeray evenné- 
veut, Ev oig EeaseeTat, TH Wpd oxTH naravday 
"ATeANwY To TwTien mwemovstvar. Heres. 
50. §. 1. And Epiphanius urgeth thesame 
Acta against them, but according to other 
copies : "Eri 32 eUeomey dvtlyeapa ex Tiv 
(leve "Antav) TlsAarou, év fg onpectiver, med 
Ssxawévre naravddy “AmeirAAlav ro waSog 
yeyeviicbas. Ibid. Though the author of the 
eighth homily in Pascha, under the name 
of St. Chrysostom, agreeth in this reading 
with the Tessaresdecatit@ : ‘O jeév xe6vos nad” 
ov Eradev 6 Large ovm nyvontar Ta yee voro- 
pvhara Te bord thao weayGevra xual viv 
meorerprlav Weereyer TU Tlaoya. torogerras 
you rs TH med onTw naravdav “Arerdrlav 
emabey 6 Swrne. tom. 5. p. 942. these were 
also. mentioned in the Acta S. Tarachi, 
Probi et Andronici, c..9. ‘ Preses dixit, 
Inique, non scis, quem invocas, Christum, 
hominem quidem fuisse factum, sub cus- 
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° Thirdly, It behoved us to take notice of the Roman go- 
vernor in the expression of our Saviour’s passion, that thereby 
we might understand how it came to pass that Christ should 
suffer according to the Scriptures. The prophets had foretold 
his death, but after such a manner as was not to be performed 
by the Jews, according to whose law and custom, no man 
among them ever so died. Being then so great a prophet 
could not die but in Jerusalem, being the death he was to suf- 
fer was not agreeable to the laws and customs of the Jews ; it 
was necessary a Roman governor should condemn him, that 
so the counsel of the will of God might be fulfilled, by the ma- 
lice of the one, and the customs of the other. 

And now the advantage of this circumstance is discovered, 
every one may express the importance of it in this manner: I 
am fully persuaded of this truth as beyond all possibility of 
contradiction, that in “ the fulness of time” God sent his Son ; 
and that the eternal Son of God, so sent by him, did suffer for 
the sins of men, after the fifteenth year of Tiberius the Roman 
emperor, and before his death, in the time of Pontius Pilate 
the Cesarean Procurator of Judea; who, to please the nation 
of the Jews, did condemn him whom he pronounced innocent, 
and delivered him, according tothe custom of that empire, and 
in order to the fulfilling of the prophecies, to die a painful and 
shameful death upon the cross. _And thus I believe in Christ, 
that SUFFERED UNDER Pontius PILATE. 


Was Crucified. 


From the general consideration of our Saviour’s passion, 
we proceed to the most remarkable particular, his crucifixion, 
standing between his passion, which it concludeth, and his 
death, which it introduceth. For the explication whereof, it 
will be necessary, at first, To prove that the promised Messias 
was to be crucified, that he which was designed to die for our 
sins was to suffer on the cross; secondly, To shew that our 
Jesus, whom we worship, was certainly and truly crucified, and 
did suffer whatsoever was foretold, upon the cross; thirdly, 
To discover what is the nature of crucifixion, what peculiarities 
of suffering are contained in dying on the cross. 

That the Messias was to be crucified, appeareth both by 
types which did apparently foreshew it, and by the prophecies 
which did plainly foretell it. For, though all those represen- 
tations and predictions which the forward zeal of some ancient 


todia Pontii Pilati et punitum, cujus ex- 


stant Acta Passionis?’ These Acta in the 
time of Maximinus were adulterated, and 
filled with many blasphemies against our 
Saviour, as appears by Eusebius, Hist, 
Eccl. 1. i. c. 9. Oixoty capag dorsanrcyuras 
7) Thacua Tiv Hata TU Lwerieos judy 


Umouvipara yee ual mpanv Siadedoxdray’ 
and: TAacdpevs Sra TWsaarov xual tov 
Lwriipos nav vroaviuara waong EumrEe 
Kara To Xeioro Bracdnias, youn roo 
peilovoc Ent mracay Samemmovras THY UT abroy 
aexny. 11x. c, 5. 
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fathers gathered out of the Law and the Prophets,* cannot be 
said to signify so much ; yet in many types was the crucifixion 
of Christ represented, and by some prophecies foretold. This 
was the true and unremoveable “ stumbling-block to the Jews,” 
nor could they ever be brought to confess the Messias should 
die that death upon a tree to which the curse of the Law be- 
longed :t and yet we need no other oracles than such as are 
committed to those Jews, to prove that Christ was so to suffer. 

A clearer type can scarce be conceived of the Saviour of 


* The ancient fathers, following the 
steps of the apostles, to prove all the par- 
ticulars of our Saviour’s death out of the 
Old Testament, have made use of those 
types and prophecies which did really and 
truly foreshew it ; but together with them, 
partly out of their own conceptions, partly 
out of too much credit to the translations, 
have urged those places which the Jews 
may most easily evade, and we can pro- 
duce but with small or no pretence. As 
for the extending of the hands of Moses, 
they conceive it to be a perfect type ; 
and Barnabas, Epist. c. 12. tells us, that 
the Spirit commanded Moses, that he 
should make the similitude of a cross: 
Aéyer elo tiv xagdiav Muck 7d ovetpa, Te 
aohon Timo craved Hal TOU peEArovTos Md- 
oye but the text assures us no more, 
than that Moses held up his hands, which 
might be without any similitude of a cross, 
And when both were lifted up by Aaron 
and Hur, the representation is not certain. 
And yet, after Barnabas, Justin tells us, 
that Moses represented the cross, ra¢ 
xeipas Enarégag Exmeracac Dial. c. Tryph. 
p- 317. and Tertullian calls it habitum 
crucis, adv. Marcion. |. iii, c. 18. In the 
same manner with the strange Indian 
statue, which is described by Bardisanes, 
as : avdpias Errars 60006, Exwy Tag YEILAS NTAw- 
fetvac ty tUrw oraveod. Porphyr. de Styge. 
With less probability did they gather both 
thename of Jesus, and thecross of Christ, 
from the three hundred and eighteen 
servants of Abraham. “Iara Séxa, "Hra 
dura, Exrig “Inzovye Ers 38 oraupeg ey HT 
Zutdrev EXE TV Hap, Ayes yap Tove 
reianortoug Sndct ovv Tov pee Incobyév Tots Suct 
yeapepears, nat ey evi tov oravgov. Epist. 
Barn. c. 9. As if I H stood for Jesus, 
and T for the cross. And yet Clemens 
Alex. follows him: aciv ou givas vod 
ety Kugianod onrtlou tua nara 70 oXRE 
TeLaKITOrTEY TToHYELOY, TO OE Tira nat +d 
"Hra rovvopea onpaivey 76 cwrnpioy, Stromat. 
]. vic. 11. Asalso St. Ambrose: ‘ Nam 
et Abraham 318 duxit ad bellum, et ex 
innumeris trophea hostibus reportavit, 
signoque Dominice crucis et nominis,’ 
&c. Prol. ad \. i. de Fide, §.3. ‘ Kos ade 
sciscit quos dignos numero fidelium judi- 
cavit, qui in Domini nostri Jesu Christi 


Passione crederent. Trecentos enim T 
Greca litera significat; decem et octo 
autem summum | H exprimit nomen.’ Id. 
de Abrah. 1. i.c. 3. §. 15. And St. Au- 
gustin of another three hundred: ‘ Quo- 
rum numerus, quia trecenti erant, signum 
insinuat Crucis, propter literam T Gra- 
cam, quaiste numerus significatur.’ Quest. 
in Hept.1. vii. q. 37. And Clemens Alex- 
andrinus again, of the three hundred 
cubits inthe Ark : Elct 3¢ of robs reraxocioug 
Whyess TYLCoroy Tov Kupiaxod onpasiou AEyouct. 
Strom. 1. 6. c. 11. ‘Sed sicut ille non 
multitudine nec virtute legionum, sed jam 
tum in Sacramento Crucis, cujus figura 
per Jiteram Grecam T numero trecento- 
rum exprimitur, adversarios principes de- 
bellavit: cujus mysterii virtute trecentis 
in longum texta cubitis superavit Arca 
diluvium, ut nunc Ecclesia hoc seculum 
supernavigat.’ S. Paulinus, Ep. ii. al. 
xxiv. §. 23. As unlikely a type did they 
make Jacob’s ladder. ‘ Ego puto Crucem 
Salvatoris illam esse scalam quam Jacob 
vidit. S. Hieron. Breviar. in Psal. 91. 
‘Scala usque ad ccelum attingens Crucis 
figuram habuit ; Dominus innixus scale, 
Christus crucifixus ostenditur.’ S. August. 
Serm. de Temp. 79. al. 11.§. 6. These, and 
many others, by the writers of the 
succeeding ages, were produced out of 
the Old Testament as types of the cross, 
and may in some sense be applied to 
it being otherwise proved, but prove it 
not. 

t Trypho the Jew, in the dialogue with 
Justin Martyr, when he had confessed 
many of the Christian doctrines, would b 
no means be brought to this: Ei o¢ xat 
arinws tws oravenbiivar Tov Xeiordy(subaud. 
ede), daropovpeey’ Eminaraparas yap 6 orav- 
ROUEKLEVOG EV TH voLw AbyETOE ELV’ OTE MpoS 
TOUTS auuny ducmeiorws EXw. p. 317. And 
afterwards granting his passion, urgeth 
him to prove his crucifixion: ‘Hyets yae 
oud’ sig gworav érOely Suvdgeba. Ibid. So 
Tertullian describes the Jews: ‘ Negantes 
passionem Crucis in Christum preedica- 
tam, et argumentantes insuper non esse 
credendum ut ad id genus mortis exposu- 
erit Deus Filium suum, quod ipse dixit, 
Maledictus omnis homo qui pependit in 
ligno.’ Adv. Jud@os, c. 10. 
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the world, in whom all the nations of the earth were to be 
blessed, than Isaac was: nor can God the Father, who gave 
his only-begotten Son, be better expressed than by that patri- 
arch in his readiness to sacrifice his son, ‘ his only son Isaac, 
whom he loved.” (Gen. xxii. 2.) Now when that grand act of 
obedience was to be performed, we find Isaac walking to the 
mountain of Moriah with the wood on his shoulders, and say- 
ing, “ Here is the wood, but where is the sacrifice?” while in 
the command of God, and the intention and resolution of 
Abraham, Isaac is the sacrifice, who bears the wood. And the 
Christ, who was to be the most perfect sacrifice, the person in 
whom all nations were perfectly to be blessed, could die no 
other death in which the wood was to be carried ; and being 
to die upon the cross, was, by the formal custom used in that 
kind of death, certainly to carry it.* Therefore Isaac bearing 
the wood, did signify Christ bearing the cross.+ : 

When the fiery serpents bit the Israelites, and “ much peo- 
ple died,” Moses, by the command of God, “ made a serpent 
of brass, and put it upon a pole; and it came to pass, that if 
a serpent had bitten any man, when he beheld the serpent of 
brass, he lived.” (Numb. xxi. 9.) Now if there were no ex- 
presser promise of the Messias, than the “‘ Seed of the woman, 
which should bruise the serpent’s head ;” (Gen. iil. 15.) if he 
were to perform that promise by the virtue of his death ; if no 
death could be so perfectly represented by the hanging on the 
pole, as that of crucifixion ; then was that manifestly foretold 
which Christ himself informed Nicodemus, “ As Moses lifted 
up the serpent in the wilderness, even so must the Son of man 
be lifted up.” (John iu. 14.)t 

The paschal lamb did plainly typify that Lamb of God that 
taketh away the sins of the world ; and the preparing of it did 
not only represent the cross,§ but the command or ordinance 


* This custom is very considerable as 
to the explication of this type ; and is te 
be therefore confirmed by the testimonies 
of the ancients, which are most express. 
Bacralew tive Thy Satndvov yBovioy xancveyw 
peev ido craupdy ata onalverr gone yae 6 
oraupos Gavdetw, nai 6 pédrwy meornrcdobar 
mporecoy avroy Raorafer, Artemid. Oneirocr. 
li. c. 61. TS piv copar raiv noraCourévov 
Ekarros THY Kaxoveyav Exptpe tiv advo 
oravesy' Plutarch. de sera Numinis Vin- 
dicta, c. 9. So these not long after our 
Saviour’s death. And much before it, 
Plautus in Carbonario, 

‘ Patibulum ferat per urbem, deinde 

affigatur Cruci.’ 

+ This is not only the observation of 
the Christians, but the Jews themselves 
have referred this type unto that custom: 
for upon Gen. xxii.6. ‘‘ And Abraham 
took the wood of the burnt-offering, and 
laid it upon Isaac his son,” the lesser 


Bereshith hath this note say>¥ ww mid 
YONA as a man curries his cross upon his 
shoulders. 

¢ The common phrase by which that 
death was expressed, * In Crucem tolli :’ 
Paul. 1. 5, Sentent. Tit. 22, 23. 95. As in 
the Chaldee mapr by origination Elevatio, 
by use is particularly Crucifizio. 

§ Justin Martyr shews how the man- 
ner of the roasting the paschal lamb did 
represent the affixing of a man upon the 
cross, and thereby was a type of Christ : 
To xerevcbev medBarov Exetvo brow ylvecOa, rod 
maSovg To sraveod, d” ov Wary ery EceArEY 6 
Xeirrds, cUpBorov yr 7d yao dmraiprevoy wpd- 
Barn, oxnuariQouevey suolws tH XAT 
TU raved omTarat. Elo yap deOsog SBEALcHOS 
Sawepovarat ano THY narorara pLEedy EXE 
Ting nEpaNtic, nal Eig AAW KATA TO LLETApEEVOY, 
@ Mporapravras nal ai yxelges Tov mpoCarov. 
Dial. cum Tryphone, p. 259. To which 
Arnoldus Carnotensis alludeth : ‘In veru 
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of the passover did foretell as much. For while it is said, “ ye 
shall not break a bone thereof,” (Exod. xii. 46.) it was thereby 
intimated, that the Saviour of the world should suffer that 
death to which the breaking of the bones belonged (and that, 
according to the constant custom, was the punishment of cru- 
cifixion),* but only in that death should by the providence of 
God be so particularly preserved, as that not one bone of his 
should be touched. And thus the crucifixion of the Messias 
in several types was represented. 

Nor was it only thus prefigured and involved in the typical 
resemblances, but also clearly spoken by the prophets in their 
particular and express predictions. Nor shall we need the 
accession of any lost or additional prophetical expressions, 
which some of the ancients have made use of: those which 
are still preserved even among the Jews, will yield this truth 
sufficient testimonies. 

When God foretells by the prophet Zachary, what he should 
suffer from the sons of men, he says expressly, “ They shall 


Crucis boni odoris assatio excoquat car- 
nalium sensuum cruditatem; De Cena 
Domini, commonly attributed to St. Cy- 
prian. Nor is the roasting of this lamb 
any far-fetched figure of the cross; for 
other roasting hath been thought a proper 
resemblance of it: where the body of the 
thing roasted hath limbs, as a lamb, there 
it bears the similitude of a proper cross, 
with an erect and transverse beam ; where 
the roasted body is only of length and 
uniform, as a fish, there the resemblance 
is of astraight and simple cravgég. Asit 
is represented by Hesychius: =xdarolw ae 
OMTNTW TO Yue Waray xaKoveyoug dvEoTKOAI- 
ailoy o¢vvovres Evroy Ua This paxeswg ual Tov 
vorou, uabdorep Tovg dmractvoug ixSds emt 
OBEALoHOV. SV. SHOAoLy. 

* Although, indeed, it must be con- 
fessed, that the crurifragium and the 
crucifixion were two several punishments, 
and that they ordinarily made the cross 
a lingering death: yet because the Law 
of Moses did not suffer the body of aman 
to hang upon a tree in the night, there- 
fore the Romans, so far to comply with 
the Jews, did break the bones of those 
whom they crucified in Judea constantly ; 
whereas in other countries they did it but 
occasionally. 

+ As Barnabas cites one of the prophets 
whom we know not, Epist. c. 12. ‘Opeolws 
Wary weet Tou oraveod oeiler EvarrAw meopnrn 
Aéyovtt, Kal wove rare cuvredeodncerat ; 
xat AEyer Kupios, “Oray Evrov wAsOn nal dvacrn, 
nat Srav Ex Liao alua ordéén: which words 
are not to be found in any of the prophets. 
Thus Justin Martyr, to prove, or wera 4d 
craupmdivas Baotrevoes 6 Xeoroc, produceth 
a prophecy out of the 96th Psalm, in 


these words: 6 Kupiog EBacidcucey aad Tov 
gvaov. p. 298. And Tertullian, who ad- 
vances all his conceptions : ‘ Age nunc, si 
legisti penes Prophetam in Psalmis, Do- 
minus regnavit aligno; exspecto quid in- 
telligas, ne forte lignarium aliquem regem 
significari putetis, et non Christum qui 
exinde’a passione Christi (lege crucis, for 
he himself hath it ligni, Adv. Marcion. |. 
lii. c. 19.) superata morte regnavit.’ Adv. 
Jud. c. 10. And in the place cited against 
Marcion: ‘Etsi enim mors ab Adam 
regnavit usque ad Christum, cur Christus 
non regnasse dicatur a ligno, ex quo cru- 
cis ligno mortuus, regnum mortis exclusit?” 
Thus they, and some after them, make 
use of those words, amd Zac, a ligno, 
which are not to be found either in the 
Greek or Latin translation, from whence 
they seem to produce them ; nor is there 
any thing like them in the original, or any 
translation extant, nor the least mention 
or footstep of them in the Catena Greco- 
rum Patrum. Justin Martyr, indeed, ac- 
cused the Jews for rasing the words daa 
tov Evrov out of the text: “Awd rou évevnno~ 
oro wiumrou Laruod rav 3d AaBld rex Oév- 
Tov Adyav, AELEs Beaxeing apelrovro TavTaAs, 
amd Tov EvAou* sleneévou yae rou Adyou, Eiware 
ev rot EOveciv, ‘O Kugtog éRacirsucey amrorcu 
Evrou, apnnay, Elmrare év rots Overt, O Kuetes 
eCacircucev. p. 98. But, first, he doth 
not accuse them for rasing it out of the 
original Hebrew, for his discourse is only 
to shew that they abused the LXX. Se- 
condly, though the Jews had rased it out 
of their own, it appeareth not how they 
should have gotten it out of the Bibles in 
the Christians’ hands, in which those 
words are not to be found. 
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look upon me whom they have pierced ;” (Zech. xii. 10.)* and 
therefore shews that he speaks of the Son of God, which was 
to be the Son of man, and by our nature liable to vulneration ; 
and withal foretells the piercing of his body: which being 
added to that prediction in the Psalms, “They pierced my 
hands and my feet,”+ (Psal. xxii. 16.) clearly representeth and 
foretelleth to us the death upon the cross, to which the hands 
and feet of the person crucified were affixed with nails. And 
because these prophecies appeared so particular and clear, and 
were so properly applied by that disciple whom our Saviour 
loved, and to whom he made a singular application ‘even upon 
the cross; therefore the Jews have used more than ordinary 
industry and artifice to elude these two predictions,{ but in 


* These words of Zachary are clear in 
the original, WpIawR MR “OX: WAN 
although the LXX. have made another 
sense, émiPrtbovrat mpis ee, av av narwe- 
xicayro, by translating Wx Mr ave @Y, €0 
quod ; as also the Chaldee paraphrase 
+ 5y with the Arabic version; and the 
Syriac another yet, by rendering it per 
eum quem, as if they should look upon one, 
and pierce another: yet the plain con- 
struction of "wx Mx, is nothing else but 
quem, relating to the person in the affix of 
the precedent ‘x, who, being the same 
with him who immediately before pro- 
miseth to pour upon man the Spirit of 
grace, must needs be God. Which that 
the Jews might avoid, they read it not 
‘Sx but 5x, not on me, but on him, to dis- 
tinguish him whom they were to pierce, 
from him who was to give the Spirit of 
grace. But this fraud is easily detected, 
because it is against the Hebrew copies, 
the Septuagint, and Chaldee paraphrase, 
the Syriac and Arabic translations. _ Nor 
can the Rabbins shift this place, because 
it was anciently by the Jews interpreted 
of the Messias, as themselves confess. 
So R. Solomon Jarchi upon the place, 
> DY ya mun Sy omwiea “Si Our masters 
have expounded this of the Messias the son of 
Joseph. That they interpreted it therefore 
of the Messias, is granted by them ; that 
any Messias was tobe theson of Joseph, 
is already denied and refuted: it re- 
maineth therefore that the ancient Jews 
did interpret it of the true Messias, and 
that St. John did apply it to our Saviour 
according to the acknowledged exposition. 
And in the Bereshith Rabba, we are 
clearly taught thus much; for unto that 
question, ‘‘ Who art thou, O great moun- 
tain?” (Zech. iv. 7.) he answereth, 37 
aT ya mw or Sytan The great mountain is 
the Messias the Son of David. And he 
proves it from, ‘“‘Grace, grace unto it.” 
mnIMM yn WN) mw because he giveth grace 
and supplications; as it is written, Zech. 
xii. 10. 


+ This translation seems something 
different from the Hebrew text as we 
now read it, ‘5397 1 “ND sicut leo, manus 
meas et pedes meos. But it was not always 
read as now itis. For R. Jacob the son 
of Chajim, in Massoreth Magna, naqyn 
5OxT mx ordine 4x testifieth that he found 
Dp 7a OMND Mxpr in some correct copies 
aN writtenin the text, MND, but “4D read, 
and therefore written in the margin ‘x3. 
The same is testified by the Masorah on 
Numb. xxiv. 9. citing the words of this 
text, and adding a:n3 399. And Johannes 
Isaac Levita confirmeth it by his own ex- 
perience, who had seen in an ancient 
copy 1X3 in the text, and x5 in -the 
margin. It was anciently therefore with- 
out question written 9x3, as appeareth 
not only by the LXX. who translated it 
wpugayv, foderunt ; and Aquila, who ren- 
dered it icyxuvay, fedarunt, (in the same 
sense with that of Virgil, in. iii. v. 241. 
‘ Obsccenas pelagi ferro feedare volucres.’) 
and the old Syriac, which translateth it 
Wia transfixerunt ; but also by the less, or 
marginal, Masorah, which noteth that the 
word ‘4x2 is found written alike in two 
places ; this and Isaiah xxxviii. 18. but 
in divers significations : wherefore being 
in Isaiah it manifestly signifieth sicut leo, 
it must not signify the same in this; and 
being the Jews themselves pretend to no- 
thing else, it followeth that it be still read 
as it was, JN, and translated foderunt. 
From whence it also appeareth, that this 
was one of the eighteen places which 
were altered by the Scribes, 

¢ For the Masorah in several places 
confesseth, that eighteen places in the 
Scriptures. have been altered by the 
Scribes ; and when they come to reckon 
the places, they mention but sixteen ; the 
other two without question are those con- 
cerning the crucifixion of the Messias, 
Psalm xxii. 16, and Zech. xii. 10. For 
that of Zachary, a Jew confessed it to 
Mercerus : and that of David, we shewed 
before to be the other. 
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vain. For these two prophets, David and Zachary, manifestly 
did foretell the particular punishment of crucifixion. 

It was therefore sufficiently adumbrated by types, and pro- 
mulgated by prophecies, that the promised Messias was to be 
crucified. And it is as certain, that our Jesus, the Christ whom 
we worship, and from whence we receive that honour to be 
named Christians, was really and truly crucified. (Matt. xxvi. 
2.) It was first the wicked design of Judas, who betrayed 
him to that death: it was the malicious cry of the obdurate 
Jews, “ Crucify him, crucify him.” (John xix.15.) He was 
actually condemned and delivered to that death by Pilate, “who 
gave sentence that it should be as they required :” (Luke xxiii. 
24.) he was given into the hands of the soldiers, the instru- 
ments commonly used in inflicting that punishment,* who 
“led him away to crucify him.” (Matt. xxvii. 31.) He under- 
went those previous pains which customarily antecede that 
suffering, as flagellation, and bearing of the cross :+ for “ Pilate, 
when he had scourged Jesus, delivered him to be crucified ;” 
(Matt. xxvil. 26.) “and he, bearing his cross, went forth into 
Golgotha.” (John xix. 17.) They carried him forth out of the 
city, as by custom in that kind of death they were wont to 
do ;{ and there between two malefactors, usually by the Ro- 
mans condemned to that punishment, they crucified him.§ And 
that he was truly fastened to the cross, appears by the satisfac- 


* That the soldiers did execute the sen- 
tence of death given by the Roman ma- 
gistrates in their provinces, and not only 
in the camp, is evident out of the his- 
torians of that nation. 


+ ‘Sciendum est Romanis Pilatum le- 
gibus ministrasse, quibus sancitum est, 
ut qui crucifigitur prius flagellis verbere- 
tur.’ S. Hieron. ad Matt. xxvii. 26. -To 
which Lucian alludes in his own condem- 
nation : "Epcot uty dvernorcmicbas Soust abrov, 
vi Ala, macriywbévra ye mporepov. Lucian. in 
Piscatore, c. 2. ‘ Multi occisi, multi capti, 
alii verberati crucibus affixi.’ Liv. 1. 
xxxili. c. 36. And |. xxviii. ‘Ad palum 


deligatus, lacerato virgis tergo, cervicem 
cruci Romane subjiciam.’ So Curtius 
reports of Alexander: ‘ Omnes verberibus 
affectos sub ipsis radicibus petre cruci- 
bus jussit affigi.’ 1. vii. c. 11. Thus were 
the Jews themselves used, who caused 
our Saviour to be scourged and crucified : 
Macriyovpevor nat areobacanCopevos Tov Oava- 
Tou Tacav ainiay, averravpouvto, Joseph. 
excid. 1. vc. 32. 


¢ This was observed both by the Jews 
and Romans, that their capital punish- 
ments were inflicted without their cities. 
And that particularly was observed in the 
punishment of crucifixion. Plautus ; 


‘Credo ego isthoc exemplo tibi esse eundum actutum extra portam, 
Dispessis manibus, patibulum cum habebis.’— Mil. Glor. a. ii. s. iv. 6. 


Tully; ‘Cum Mamertini more atque in- 
stituto suo crucem fixissent post urbem in 
via Pompeia.’ V. in Verr. c. 66. 

§ Thieves and robbers were usually by 
the Romans punished with this death. 
Thus Cesar used his pirates, rods Anora¢ 
amavras averratewoe. Plut. in Vita, c. 2. 
‘Imperator provincie jussit latrones 
crucibus affigi.’ Petron. Sat. c. 111. ‘ La- 
tronem istum, miserorum pignorum meo- 
Tum peremptorem, cruci affigatis.’ Apu- 
leius de Aur. Asin. |. ili. p. 133. ed. 
Elmenhorst. 1621. ‘Latrocinium fecit 


aliquis, quid ergo meruit ? Ut suspenda- 
tur.’ Sen. Epist.7. Where suspendi is as 
much as crucifigi, and is so to be under- 
stood in all Latin authors which wrote 
before the days of Constantine. ‘ Famosos 
latrones, in his locis ubi grassati sunt, 
furca figendos, compluribus placuit.’ Cal- 
list. 1. xxxviii. de penis. Where furca 


figendos is put for crucifigendos ; being so 


altered by Tribonianus, who, because 
Constantine had taken away the pu- 
nishment, took also the name out of 
the Law. 
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tion given to doubting Thomas, who said, ‘‘ Except [ shall see 
in his hands the print of the nails, and put my finger into the 
print of the nails, [ will not believe ?” and our Saviour said 
unto him, ‘‘ Reach hither thy finger, and behold my hands :” 
(John xx. 25. 27.) whereby he satisfied the apostle, that he 
was the Christ ; and us, that the Christ:was truly crucified ; 
against that fond heresy, which made Simon the Cyrenean not 
only bear the cross, but endure crucafixion, for our Saviour.* 
We therefore infer this second conclusion from the undoubted 
testimonies of his followers, and undefined confessions of his 
enemies, that our Jesus was certainly and truly crucified, and 
did really undergo those sufferings, which were pretypified and 
foretold, upon the cross. 

Being thus fully assured that the Messtas was to be, and 
that our Christ was truly crucified, it, thirdly, concerns us to 
understand what was the nature of crucifixion, what the par- 
ticularities of suffering, which he endured on the cross. Nor 
is this now so easily understood as once it was: for being a 
Roman punishment, it was continued in that empire while it 
remained heathen; but when the emperors themselves received 
Christianity, and the towering eagles resigned the flags unto 
the cross, this punishment was forbidden by the supreme au- 
thority, out of a due respect and pious honour to the death of 
Christ. From whence it came to pass, that since it hath been 
disused universally for so many hundred years, it hath not been 
so rightly conceived as it was before, when the general prac- 
tice of the world did so frequently represent it to the Christian’s 
eyes. Indeed if the word which was used to denote that pu- 
nishment did sufficiently represent or express it, it were enough 
to say that Christ was crucified: but being the most usual or 
original word doth not of itself declare the figure of the tree, 


* This was the peculiar heresy of Ba- 
silides, a man so ancient, that he boasted 
to follow Glaucias as his master, who was 
the disciple of St. Peter. And Irenzus 
hath declared this particularity of his: 
‘Quapropter neque passum eum: et Si- 
monem quendam Cyrenzum angariatum 
portasse crucem ejus pro eo ; et hunc se- 
cundum ignorantiam et errorem crucifixum, 
transfiguratum ab eo, uti putaretur ipse 
esse Jesus; et ipsum autem Jesum Si- 
monis accepisse formam, et stantem 
irrisisse eos.’ Adv. Her. 1. i.c. 23. And 
Tertullian, of the same Basilides: ‘ Hunc 
(Christum) passum a Judzis non esse, 
sed vice ipsius Simonem crucifixum esse : 
unde nec in eum credendum esse qui sit 
crucifixus, ne quis confiteatur in Simonem 
credidisse.’ De Presc. adv. Her. c. 46. 
From these is the same delivered by St. 
Epiphanius Heres. 24. §. 3. and by St. 
Augustin, Her. 4. 

t This is observed by St. Augustin, 


Serm. 18. al. 88. de Verbis Dom. §. 8. 
‘ Quia ipse honoraturus erat fideles suos 
in fine hujus seculi, prius honoravit crucem 
in hoc seculo, ut terrarum principes cre- 
dentes in eum prohiberent aliquem no- 
centium crucifigi.’” And Tract. 36. in Ioan. 
§. 4. speaking of this particular punish- 
ment: ‘ Modo in poenis reorum non est 
apud Romanos; ubi enim Domini crux 
honorata est, putatum est quod et reus 
honoraretur si crucifigeretur.’ Whence 
appears, first, that in the days of St. Au- 
gustin crucifixion was disused : secondly, 
that it was prohibited by the secular 
princes. But when it was first prohibited, 
or by whom, he sheweth not. It is there- 
fore to be observed, that it was first for- 
bidden by the first Christian emperor, 
Constantine the Great. Sozomenus gives 
this relation: “Ajére: ror meérépoy _ vevopat~ 
opeevny “Payzaiotg Thy To Travedd Tieweiay 
“id avetre the Kenoews Tay Simacrneior 
.1. 6.8, 
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or manner of the suffering ;* it will be necessary to represent 
it by such expressions as we find partly in the evangelical re- 
lations, partly in such representations as are left us in those 
authors whose eyes were daily witnesses of such executions. 
The form then of the cross on which our Saviour suffered 
was not a simple but a compounded figure, according to the 


* The original word in the New Testa- 
ment, for the tree on which our Saviour 
suffered, is evaved¢, and the action or cru- 
Cifixion cravgwots, the active oraueoty, and 
the passive craupoicba. Now. craueds, 


from which the rest mentioned are mani-, 
festly derived, hath of itself no other sig- 
nification than of a stake. As we find it 
first used by Homer, 


Lravesds Y Exrde erAarce Siaperreces EvOa, nat evOa, 

Huxvovs uat Sapéac, 7d prtrav Spvds dupineaooag.— Oduc. E. 11. 
"Amepl O¢ of meyaarny addi moincay dvaxte 

Sraveciow munveior— IA. 2. 453. 


These are the same which Homer else- 
where calls cuéAowec, and the ancient 
grammarians render each by other. As 
Eustathius: Zraveol 6e8a ual dorwfupmtva 
Evra. of Y avrol ual ocudromwes Atyovras, ap 
wy Td dvacnoromiCecOar, ual dvacravpodcvas: 
so he, expounding oravpo¢: and in the 
same manner expounding cxdAomes: AEyou- 
vat Seok rosovro: cndromes nat craved, ex dE 
TUWTOY TO avarnonoMiCE, Kal avacTaupouV. 
As when Homer describes the Pheacian 
wails, 


— Teixen proud 
“CYnrd cuorirerci apnpira, 
Odyss. H. 44. 

he gives this exposition: ZxdAcaeg 32 xat 
viv Evra 9084, of xal craupo. In the same 
manner Hesychius: raves, of xarage- 
mnyores oudAnm@eS, Xaeanes’ and : Sxddomre, 
dgbéa (1. 500%) ual oféa EvAw oravecl, ya- 
eanes’ and again: Xdeaks, ppayprcts, oéor 
Evra: of 8é, xardgeors, of 32, oravects. Be- 
sides, they all agree in the same etymo- 
logy, amd ro icracba, and therefore 
always take it for a straight standing 
stake, pale, or palisado. Thus xeAéovres 
in Antiphon, are briefly rendered 6p6a 
gaa’ but more expressly thus by Etymo- 
logus : Keatovres, xuelws of toréorrodes, uaTa~ 
nenorinas S8 xal Td nararemnyita ura, & 
ual oravpovg xadotcs. This is the undoubt- 
ed signification of eraveds, in vain denied 
by Salmasius, who will have it first to 
signify the same with furca, and then with 
crux ; first the figure of Y, and then of T. 
Whereas all antiquity renders it no other 
than as a straight and sharp stake: in 
which signification it came at first to de- 
note this punishment, the most simple 
and prime oravpwots or dvarxordmiors being 
upon a single piece of wood, a defirus et 
erectus stipes. And the Greeks which 
wrote the Roman history, used the word 
oravpog aS well for their palus as their 
crux. As when Antony beheaded Anti- 
gonus the king of the Jews, Dio thus be- 
gins to describe his execution, Hist. Rom. 


1. xli. c. 22. *Avrtyovey Euacrtiywos oraved 
meordncac not that he crucified him, as 
Baronius mistakes ; but that he put him 
to another death after the Roman custom, 
as those died in Livy, 1. xxviii. c.,29. 
‘Deligati ad palum, virgisque cesi, et 
securi percussi.’ So that craupw meordety, 
is ad palum deligare. Thus were the 
heads of men said dyarravpwtivat, as of 
Niger and Albinus in Dio, I. Ixxiv. c. 8. 
and 1, Ixxv. c. 7. and Herodian, I. iii. 
c. 24.; which cannot but be meant of a 
single palus: and we read in Ctesias how 
Amytis put Inarus to death, averravpwoe 
Mey esr Tpiot oraveois, not that he crucified 
him upon three crosses, but pierced his 
body with three stakes fastened in the 
ground, and sharpened at the upper end. 
As appears by the like Persian punish- 
ment inflicted by Parysatison Mesabates, 
as delivered by Plutarch in Artazerze, 
c. 17. meortrafey indeiens Lavra, xal +d peev 
Chen Trayioy dia Terav oTavpay davamneat, 
7d 98 Mpua ywplo Ssamarrarodas’ which 
the Latin translator renders, in tres sus- 
tolli cruces (a thing impossible) ; whereas 
it was to be transversely fastened to three 
stakes, piercing the body lying, and thrust 
down upon them; which in the Excerpta 
of Ctesias is delivered only in the word 
averraupicSn. Ex Persicis, 3’. et x’. Sraupog 
therefore is no more originally than cxorol, 
a single stake, or an erect piece of wood 
upon which many suffered who were said 
avarravpogvas and dvacuoromigerbat. And 
when other transverse or prominent parts 
were added in a perfect cross, it retained 
still the original name, not only of eravgdc, 
but also of cxdrop> as : “Qperrey Eig Ewidagiv 
Sedrnrog amd rod cxdromog you evOdo ddavng 
yivecbar, &c. riv tort rot oudromos avroy 
aviv és aeémve. Celsus apud Orig. |. ii. 
§. 69. Thus in that long, or rather too 
long, verse written by Audax to St. Au- 
gustin, Epist. 139. 

‘Exspectat quos plena fides Christi de 

stipite pendens.’ 
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custom of the Romans, by whose Procurator he was condemn- 


ed to die. 


In which there was not only a straight and erected 


piece of wood fixed in the earth, but also a transverse beam 
fastened unto that towards the top thereof :* and beside these 


* That the figure and parts of a Ro- 
man cross, such as that was on which our 
Saviour suffered, may be known, we must 
begin with the first composition in the 
frame or structure of it: and that is the 
conjunction of the two beams, the one 
erect, the other transverse ; the first to 
which the body was applied, the second 
to which the hands were fastened. These 
two, as the chief parts of the cross, are 
several ways expressed: first, by the 
Jews, who had no one word in their lan- 
guage particularly to express that pu- 
nishment (as being not mentioned in the 
law, or at all in use among them), and 
therefore call it by a double name, ex- 
pressing the conjunction of these beams 
Anyi snw, stamen et subtegmen, the warp and 
the woof. The Greeks express the same, 
by the letter Tad, as partly appears by 
what is already spoken of the number 
300, and is yet more evident by the testi- 
mony of Lucian, who makes mankind 
complain of the letter Tat, because tyrants 
in imitation of that first made the cross : 
TO yap ToT cHparth pact Tog TUedwous 
AKOAOUINTAVT CLG Het ALKANTLpAEVOUS TO AAT pace, 
emeira cynuart rooTw EiAa TExTHvavTas, 
avSpamoug avacnonronicey tr muta. Jud. Vo- 
cal.c. 12. ‘Ipsa est enim litera Greco- 
rum Taq, nostra autem 1’, species crucis.’ 
Tertull..adv. Marc. 1. iii. c. 22. St. Je- 
rome affirms the same of the Samaritan 
Tau: but there is no similitude to be 
found in that which is now in use, or any 
other oriental, only in the Coptic alphabet 
Salebdi, that is the cross Di. . These two 
parts of the cross are otherwise expressed 
by the mast and yard of a ship. So Justin 
Martyr: Odracca prev ye ob Téuveras, ity 
[4 TOUTS TO Tpomatov, Ouareirar Loriovy, Ev TH 
yt oaov évn. Apol. ii. p. 90. And Ter- 
tullian : ‘ Antenna navis crucis pars est.’ 
adv. Marcion. |. iii. c. 18. And Minutius 
Felix : ‘Signum sane Crucis naturaliter 
visimus in navi, cum velis tumentibus ve- 
hitur.’.c. 29. And Maximus Taurinens. : 
‘Cum a nautis scinditur mare, prius arbor 
erigitur, velum distenditur, ut cruce Do- 
mini facta aquarum fluentia rumpantur.’ 
de Cruce Dom. Homil. 2. Now because 
the extremities of the antenna are a kind 
of x¢para (as Virgil that great master of 
proprieties, 4n. ili. 549. 

‘ Cornua velatarum obvertimus anten- 

narum’), 
therefore in Greek xegaia is antenna: and 
from thence the Greek fathers applied the 


words of our Saviour, Matt. v.18. “lara 
EV pb, KEpcin ov A GaeEAIN amd TOU voeou, 
Ewe ay gavre yeynrat, to the cross of Christ ; 
Tov yap oFaUpOU ‘lara Eos +d deSov Evrov, xat 
xegaia +) Ady. Because Iara is like 
the straight piece or mast of the cross, 
and xegaia the yard or transverse part ; 
therefore some of the ancients interpreted 
this place of the cross, says Theophylact 
on the place. And Gregory Nyssen, I. ii. 
de Vita Mosis, p. 217. "AAn3Saiz yde rote 
xabopay Suvaprtvas ev THO vouw uariora 7d 
xara Tov crave Semper pevoernpiov. Ard not 
mov TO EvayyéAsov, ors én Tov vomou Td lara 
nal i nepaia ob magipyeras onraivoy, Na TaV 
elonpetvony Thy Te Ex GrAaylou yeapemanv, xal Thy 
uadEToY, OF wY TO TKIe To craved xaTA- 
yeiperas. Not that this is the true inter- 
pretation of that place (for xepaia signifies 
a part of a letter, as in Apollonius Syntax. 
li. c. 7. Tot @ tiv mepaiay dornrete) ; but 
by that they testify their apprehension of 
the figure of a cross; which is well ex- 
pressed by Eusebius, describing the form 
of the cross which appeared to Constan- 
tine : “Ypurdy Seu youea xarnediecetvoy, 
nieas Eiyev Eyuderiov, crave TYNuaTt TE- 
momptvor. De Vita Constant. |. i. c. 31. 
And this similitude of the mast and yard 
leads to the consideration of that part of 
the erected pale which was eminent above 
the transverse beam. For as the xacyn- 
civ was above the xepata, so the stipes did 
extend itself above the patibulum. And 
this is evident by those expressions which 
make the two beams have four sides, and 
four extremities, as two lines cutting each 
other at equal angles needs must have. 
These Theophanes, Homil. 4. init. and 
Gregory Nyssen, In Christ. Resur. or. 1. 
p. 396. call rag amd To férou Ticcagas 
meocoras’ Damascen. de Orth. Fid. 1. iv. 
C. 1%. Te Ticcaga auea qoU craved id ToD 
ficou HEVTeOU KpaToUpesye ual curdiyysueva. 
Hence Nonnus cails the cross dieu rerga- 
Wrsveo. Cc. xix. 91. And of these’ four 
parts the fathers interpret the height, and 
breadth, and length, and depth, men- 
tioned by St. Paul, Eph. iii. As Gre- 
gory Nyssen : “Edecioss tiv 10 aay Siaxpa- 
Toray TE Kal cvvexoucay divameLy TO oKH UATE 
To TTAUp KaTayeahes—— Ulog ual Badog 
ual wAaTOC Kal peitinog naTOVoLalwY, EXdornY 
xeealay THY Kata TO oYXKMA TOU cTAUPOD Sew 
couprtvay Nog arpocayogevav svounrw, wo, TO 
patv vm prtpos Ubos elarety, Babos SE 7d era 
wiv cupeBorny trroxeinevov, thy SE Eyndpotoy 
Hay Endre KEgaiav Toi TOD penkous Te nat 
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two cutting each other transversely at right angles (so that the 
erected part extended itself above the transverse), there was 
also another piece of wood infixed into, and standing out 
from, that which was erected and straight up.* To that 
erected piece was his body, being lifted up, applied, as Moses’s 
serpent to the pole ; and to the transverse beam his hands were 
nailed: upon the lower part coming out from the erected 
piece his sacred body rested, and his feet were transfixed and 
fastened with nails: his head, being pressed with a crown of 


wrarous dvinars Siaonratvoy. Contra Eunom. 
Orat. iv. p. 582. et Idem Catech. Orat. 
c. 32. et in Christ. Resur. Orat. 1. p. 
396—7. And St. Augustin makes the 
saine interpretation: ‘In hoc mysterio 
figura crucis ostenditur :’ which he thus 
expresseth: ‘Latitudo est in eo ligno 
quod transversum desuper figitur,—longi- 
tudo in eo quod ab ipso ligno usque ad 
terram conspicuum est ;—altitudo est in 
ea ligni parte, que ab illo quod transver- 
sum figitur sursum versus relinquitur, hoc 
est, ad caput crucifixi, &c.’ Epist. 120. 
al. 140. c. 26. §. 64. et alibi sepe. These 
four parts are severally expressed by the 
ancients, and particularly by the figure of 
a man with his hands stretched forth ; 
which is the most proper similitude, be- 
cause the cross was first made adapted 
to that figure. ‘Quod caput emicat, 
quod spina dirigitur, quod humerorum 
obliquatio cornuat, si statueris hominem 
manibus expansis, imaginem crucis fe- 
ceris. Tertull. ad Nat. 1. i. c. 12. 


* Beside the direct and transverse 
parts of the cross, with their four extre- 
mities, which only usually are considered, 
and represented in the figures, we must 
find yet another part, and a fifth extre- 
mity. Irenzus giving several examples 
of the number five, delivers it plainly 
thus, |. ii. c. 42. ‘Ipse habitus crucis fines 
et summitates habet quinque, duos in 
longitudine, et unum in medio, ubi requi- 
escit qui clavis affigitur.’ Beside there- 
fore the four extremities of the direct and 
transverse beams, there was a fifth dxgov 
in medio (viz. of the erected palus), on 
which the crucified body rested. This 
fifth part of the cross fastened to the ar- 
recturius stipes was before Irenzus ac- 
knowledged and described by Justin 
Martyr, under the notion of the horn of 
the rhinoceros, taken to be a figure or 
type of the cross; Movoxéewros yae xépara 
oudevog AAAOU Medymaros h oKNMTOS EXO av 
vig clarely nal agrodetfas, el pan rod rumrov 0¢ 
roy oravpoy Seluvucsy. ogOiov yap TO Ev Eos 
Evaw, ap of dott +d dvararev mrEpog £16 nEpas 
UmEgnpfecvov, OTay Td ARO LdAo mporaenoc On, 
nal sxarégwbey ws Képara TH Evl HEcaTs mxpe- 


Cevypetva ra ange paints nab ro ty TH petow 
mnyvopatvoy ws néeas ual ard eéxov Erciy, 
Ep’ & Emoyodvras of cravgouprevor’ nal BrLweres 
as nEeas Kal aT odY AAAS HEgacs cuyeryn= 
Maricpivy wat wennypeévov. Dial. cum Try- 
phone, p. 318. Where beside the deSioy 
EvAov, or arrectarius stipes, and the dAdo 
EvAoy, or transversarium lignum, there is a 
third, +0 év mécw mnyvyeevoy fastened in the 
middle ; ép w emoxodyras of craveodpeevor, 
says he: ‘ ubi requiescit qui clavis affigi- 
tur,’ says Irenezus. So Tertullian, 1. i. 
ad Nationes,c. 12. ‘ Pars crucis, et qui- 
dem major, est omne robur quod directa 
statione defigitur. Sed nobis tota crux 
imputatur, cum antenna scilicet sua, et 
illo sedilis excessu.? Where the excessus 
is the +d é£éyov, signifying the nature, as 
the sedile signifieth the use of the part. 
Which in another place, in imitation of 
Justin, he refers unto the typical unicorn: 
‘Nam et in antenna navis, que crucis 
pars est, extremitates cornua vocantur : 
Unicornis autem medio stipite palus.’ 
Adv. Marcion. 1. ili. c. 18. et adv. Jud. 
c.10. To this sedile in the cross, Mzece- 
nas seemeth to allude in those words in 
Seneca: ‘ Hanc mihi vel acuta subsidem 
cruce sustine.’ And Seneca himself does 
expound him: ‘Suffigas licet, et acutam 
sessuro crucem subdas, est tanti vulnus 
suum premere, et patibulo pendere dis- 
trictum.’ Epist.101. Of this Innocentius 
the First also speaks, Serm. 1. de uno 
Mart. ‘ Fuerunt in cruce Dominica ligna 
quatuor; stipes erectus, et lignum trans- 
versum, truncus suppositus, et titulus su- 
perpositus.’ This Gregorius Turonensis, 
after the use of the cross was long omitted, 
interpreted of suppedaneum, a piece of 
wood fastened under the feet of him that 
suffered, De glor. Mart. c. vi. ‘ Clavorum 
ergo Dominicorum gratia, quod quatuor 
fuerint, hec est ratio. Duo sunt affixi in 
palmis, et duo in plantis: et queritur cur 
plante affixe sint que in cruce sancta de- 
pendere vise sunt potius quam stare. 
Sed in stipite erecto foramen factum ma- 
nifestum. Pes quoque parvule tabelle 
in hoc foramen insertus est. Super hanc 


vero tabulam tanquam stantis hominis 


sacre affixe sunt plante.’ 


pe 
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thorns, was applied to that part of the erect which stood above 
the transverse beam ; and above his head to that was fastened 
the table,* on which was written in Hebrew, Greek, and Latin 
characters, the accusation, according to the Roman custom; 
‘and the writing was, Jesus or NAZARETH, THE KING OF 
THE Jews.” (John xix. 19.) 

Thus by the propriety of the punishment, and the titular in- 
scription, we know what crime was then objected to the im- 
maculate Lamb, and upon what accusation Pilate did at last 
proceed to pass the sentence of death upon him. It was not 
any opposition to the Law of Moses, not any danger threat- 
ened to the Temple, but pretended sedition and affectation of 
the crown objected, which moved Pilate to condemn him. The 
Jews did thus accuse him: “ We found this fellow perverting 
the nation, and forbidding to give tribute to Cesar, saying 
that he himself is Christ a king ;” (Luke xxiii. 2.) and when 


* That which was written over the 
head of our Saviour is called simply by 
St. Luke émyeapn, by St. Matthew aizia, 
by St. Mark 4 éaryeapi rig airiag, and by 
St. John tirdos, making use of a Latin 
word, as is observed by Nonnus: 


Kai Miadrog Sunrev erriyenhe puderuer yoppw 
Tpdpepaa, TO Wee Karzouss Aarivids TiTAoy twin. 
c. xix, 100. 


From all which we may collect, that there 
was an inscription written over the head 
of our Saviour, signifying the accusation 
and pretended crime for which he was 
condemned to that death, Gloss. Vet. Attia, 
causa, materia, titulus. As Ovid. Trist. 3. 
Eleg. 1. 47. 


‘Causa, superposite scripto testata co- 
rone, 
Servatos cives indicat hujus ope :’ 


that is, oB CIVES SERVATOS was 4 émtyeagi 
vig aitias, ‘causa scripto testata.’ In 
the language of Suetonius, Calig. c. 32. 
‘Titulus, qui causam poene indicavit.’ 
As Ovid. Fast. vi. 190. 


‘ Vixit ut occideret damnatus crimine 
regni, 
Hunc illi titulum longa senecta dabat.’ 


This was done according to the Roman 
custom ; as we read in Dio, }. liv. c. 3. 
of theson of Capio : Tov dotAoy rév wgodévte 
adrov did re Tig ayopas peéong ETA yeaumua- 
tov, tiv altiay tio Savataceme adtoo dy- 
AovyvTav, Siayayivros, Mal weTa TATA dve- 
oraveacavres. This title was written upon 
a table, and that table fastened to the 
upper part of the cross. The Syriac, 
Arabic, and Persian translations render 
virhoy expressly a table. And Hesychius, 
rirros, WIXI Emiyenppsa Exov (NOt ExoY, 


as it is printed), not the inscription itself, 
but that upon which the inscription was 
written. Thus the epistle of the French 
unto the Christians in Asia, represents the 
inscription of the Martyr Attalus in a 
table: Tegiay Geto uixrw tod aupidedreon, 
mivanog avrov meodyovros, Ev w Emsyeyeamro 
‘Papratatl, OUTds eet" AT TAA 6 Xeioriavdg. 
Euseb. |. v. c. 1. a med. And Sozomen, 
describing the invention of the cross by 
Helena, says there were several crosses 
in the same place: Kai ywelg adrdo Evrov 
EV (AEpeL AEvRwELATOS, phuaor Kal ypdmmacty 
“EBeatnots, “EAAnvinoto +e xal “Pwreaixots. 
Hist. Eccl. |. ii. c. 1. This Nicephorus 
calls Aguxiy cavida, which is the proper in- 
terpretation of Agvxwua. Suidas, Atdnapea, 
wotxog (Etymol. mivag) yidw arnripeprévos 
TPS YPAPAY GOALTINAY WeayueaTov EWVTHIELS. 
Hesych. avis, Svga, Aevxwua, (as Julius 
Pollux joins cavis and Agixwua together) 
év @ at yeapal AShynsw eypdovro meds Tos 
naxoveyous tieras d€ ual Emi raveou, leg, 
craved. His meaning is, that such a 
Agvxwa as contained the accusation or 
crime of malefactors was placed upon the 
cross on which they suffered ; and with- 
out question he spake this in reference to 
our Saviour’s cross, because he used in a 
manner the same words with St. John: 
riberas tt rou oraveod, says Hesychius, 
EInuey emt rod cravecd, saith St. Jobn. It 
was therefore a table of wood whited and 
fastened to the top of the cross, on which 
the accusation or crime was written, as it 
is expressed by Nicephorus : Zavig Acuxi, 
4 RBacthia rev “loudalev yedpwv 6 TMiAdro¢ 
imie nepanrtis erider, ev elder orang Bacinéa 
Tiy loudainy To cravpwdevra unpit ray. Hist. 
Eccl. |. viii. c. 29. And thus there were, 
as Xanthopulus observes : 
“O craveds, nro, nal yeasts TETROG CLV. 
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Pilate sought to release him, they cried out, saying, “If thou 
let this man go, thou art not Cesar’s friend: whosoever maketh 
himself a king, speaketh against Cesar.” (John xix. 12.) This 
moved Pilate to pass sentence upon him, and, because that 
punishment of the cross was by the Roman custom used for 
that crime, to crucify him.* 

Two things are most. observable in this cross; the acerbity 
and the ignominy of the punishment: for of all the Roman 
ways of execution, it was most painful, and most shameful.+ 
First, the exquisite pains and torments in that death are ma- 
nifest, in that the hands and feet, which of all the parts of the 
body are most nervous, and consequently most sensible; were 
pierced through with nails; which caused, not a sudden dis- 
patch, but a lmgering and tormenting death: insomuch that 
the Romans, who most used this punishment, did in their lan- 
guage deduce their expressions of pains and cruciation from 
the cross.{ And the acerbity of this punishment appears in 
that those who were of any merciful disposition would first 
cause such as were adjudged to the cross, to be slain, and then 
_to be crucified.§ 

As this death was most dolorous and full of acerbity, so it 
was also most infamous and full of ignominy. The Romans 
themselves accounted it a servile punishment, and inflicted it 
upon their slaves and fugitives.|| It was a high crime to put 


* ¢ Auctores seditionis aut tumultus, 
pro qualitatis dignitate, aut in crucem 
tolluntur, aut bestiis objiciuntur.’. Jul. 
Paulus, |. v. tit. 22. 

+ ‘Illa morte pejus nihil fuit inter 
omnia genera mortium.’ S. August. in 
Ioan. Tract. 36. §.4. Tully calls it ‘ cru- 
delissimum teterrimumque supplicium,’ 
V. in Verr. c. 66. and Ausonius, ‘ poene 
extremum.’ 

t ‘Ubi dolores acerrimi exagitant, cru- 
ciatus vocatur, a cruce nominatus: pen- 
dentes enim in ligno crucifixi, clavis ad 
lignum pedibus manibusque confixi, pro- 
ducta morte necabantur. Non enim cru- 
cifigi hoc erat occidi; sed diu vivebatur 
in cruce: non quia longior vita eligeba- 
tur, sed quia mors ipsa protendebatur, 
ne dolor citius finiretur.’ S. August. Tract. 
in Ioan. 36. §. 4.. To this etymology did 
Terence allude in those words, 

‘Et illis crucibus, que nos nostramque 

adolescentiam 
_ Habent despicatui, et que nos semper 

. omnibus cruciant modis.’ 

Eun. a. ii. sc. iii. 91. 

§ As it was observed by Julius Cesar : 
‘ Piratas, a quibus captus est, cum in di- 
tionem redegisset, quoniam suffixurum 
se cruci ante juraverat, jugulari prius 
jussit, deinde suffigi.’ Suet. 1. i. c. 74. 

| Vulcatius Gallicanus relateth of 


Avidius Cassius, that in the case of some 
centurions which had been prosperous, 
in fighting without orders given: ‘ Rapi 
eos jussit, et in crucem tolli, servilique 
supplicio affici: quod exemplum non ex- 
stabat.’c.4. And Juvenal speaks with 
relation to this custom, Sat. vi. 218. 
‘ Pone crucem servo.’ 
So Palestrio in Plautus, Mil. Glor. a. ii. 
BCs. 
‘Nisi quidem illa nos volt, qui servi 
sumus, 
Propter amorem suum omnes crucibus 
contubernales dari.’ 
And again, Ibid. a. ii. sc. iv. 19. 
‘ Noli minitari ; scio crucem futuram 
mihi sepulcrum. 
Tbi mei majores sunt siti, pater, avus, 
proavus, abavus.’ 
So in Terence, Andr. a. iii. sc. v. 15. 
' Pam. ‘ Quid meritus est?” 
Dav. ‘ Crucem.’ 
And Horace, Sat. 1. i. sat. iii. 80. 
‘Si quis eum servum, patinam qui tollere 
jussus, 
Semesos pisces tepidumque ligurierit jus, 
Tn cruce suffigat.’ 
So Capitolinus of Pertinax, c. 9. ‘ In cru- 
cem sublatis talibus servis :’ and Hero- 
dian of Macrinus: AodAo .éco. Serréras 
narhyyerroy avernoromicdngay. 1. ve c. 2. 
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that dishonour upon any freeman; and the greatest: indignity 
which the most undeserving Roman could possibly sufter in 
himself,* or could: be contrived to shew their detestation to 
such creatures as were below human nature.+ And because, 
when a man is beyond possibility of suffering pain, he may 
still be subject to ignominy in his fame; when by other ex- 
quisite torments some men have tasted the bitterness of death, 
after that, they have in their breathless corpses, by virtue of 
this punishment, suffered. a kind of surviving shame.f And 
the exposing the bodies of the dead to the view of the people 
on the cross, hath been thought a sufficient ignominy to those 
who. died, and terror to those who lived to see it.§ Yea, where 


This punishment of the cross did so pro- 
perly belong to slaves, that when ser- 
vants and freemen were involved alike in 
the same crime, they were very careful 
to make a distinction in their death, ac- 
cording to their condition: ‘ Ut quisque 
liber aut servus, sue fortune a quoque 
sumptum supplicium est.’ Liv. |. iii. c. 18. 
And then the servants were always cru- 
cified. As Servius observes among the 
Lacedemonians : ‘ Servos. patibulis suf- 
fixerunt, filios strangulavere, nepotes fu- 
gaverunt.’ ad Aineid. iii. v. 551. ‘ No- 
verce quidem perpetuum indicitur exsi- 
lium: servus vero patibulo suffigitur.’ 
Apul. Metam, |. x. p. 244. Thus in the 
combustion at Rome, upon the death of 
Julius Cesar: “Apeuvipeevos dungtOncay Ener, 
ual ovrarnpbevres Evegor ExpeedcOncay doer 
Seedmovres tioav, of SE zAevsecor uata Tov 
uenjavod uareppipncayv. Appian. de Bell. 
civil. |. ili. c. 3.‘ Ea nocte speculatores 
prehensi servi tres, et unus ex legione 
vernacula ; servi sunt in crucem sublati, 
militi cervices abscisse.’ Hirtius lib. de 
Bell. Hispan. c.20. So Africanus : ‘ Gra- 
vius in Romanos quam in Latinos trans- 
fugas animadvertit: illos enim, tanquam 
patrie fugitivos, crucibus affixit; hos, 
tanquam perfidos socios, securi percussit.’ 
Valer. Maz. |. ii. c. 7. . This punishment 
of the cross was so proper unto servants, 
that servile supplicitum in the language of 
the Romans signifies the same: and 
though in the words of Vulcatius before 
cited, they go both together, as also in 
Capitolinus, Macrin. c.12. ‘Nam et in 
crucem milites tulit, et servilibus suppli- 
ciis semper affecit :’ yet either is suffi- 
cient to express crucifixion: as in Taci- 
tus: ‘ Malam potentiam servili supplicio 
expiavit.’ Hist. 1.4. c. 11. and again: 
‘Sumptum de eo supplicium in servilem 
modum.’ Hist. lL. 2.c.72. And therefore 
when any servants were made free, they 
were put out of fear of ever suffering this 
punishment. ‘An vero servos nostros 
horum suppliciorum omnium metu domi- 


norum benignitas una vindicta liberavit ? 
nos a verberibus, ab unco, crucis denique 
terrore, neque res geste, neque acta 
ztas, neque nostri honores vindicabunt ? 
Cic. Orat. pro Rabir. c. 5. 

* «Carnifex, et obductio capitis, et 
nomen ipsum crucis absit, non modo a 
corpore civium Romanorum, sed etiam a 
cogitatione, oculis, auribus. Harum enim 
omnium rerum non solum eventus atque 
perpessio, sed etiam conditio, exspectatio, 
mentio denique, indigna cive Romano 
atque homine libero est.’ Cic. Orat. pro 
Rubir.c. 5. ‘ Facinus est vincire civem 
Romanum, scelus verberare, parricidium 
necare: quid dicam in crucem tollere, 
crudelissimum teterrimumque _ suppli- 
cium? verbo satis digno tam nefaria res 
appellari nullo modo potest.’ Idem, 5. in 
Verrem, c. 66. 

+ As when the Capitol was betrayed 
by the silence of dogs, but preserved by 
the noise of geese; they preserved the 
memory by a solemn honouring of one 

early, and dishonouring the other. 
‘ Eadem de causa supplicia annua canes 
pendunt, inter edem Junonis et Summani 
vivi in furca sambucea arbore fixi.’ Plin. 
]. xxix. c.4. Toperreds rényps viv Earl pavipen 
Tay VOTE CUMTTOLATOV 1 TUX, HdoV freV 
averravemprévos, xiv Se padra cepavaig emt 
oTpPHRAVES WOAVTEAOLG Hat ogeiou xanthfcevog. 
Plutarch, de Fort. Rom. c. 12. fin. 

¢ As Oroetes the Persian, when he had 
treacherously and cruelly murdered Po- 
lycrates the tyrant of Samos: doxreivag 
SE. paw obn aking amnyhowos dverravence, 
Herod. \. iii. c. 125. So Antiochus. first 
cut off the head of Achzus, and then fas- 
tened his body to a cross: "Edoge mpairoy 
Mev axpwrngdacas Tov Tarabmw~erv, peeTa dE 
waite tiv xEpariv amorenovras avToU, xat 
narappirlayras sic dvetoy dondy, dvacraveaoas 
6 ciysas Polyb. 1. vill. c. 18. 

§ This was the design of Tarquinius 
Priscus, when the extremity of labour 
which he had laid upon his subjects made 
many lay violent hands upon themselves: 
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the bodies of the dead have been out of the reach of their sur- 
viving enemies, they have thought it highly opprobrious to 
their ghosts, to take their representations preserved in their 
pictures, and affix them to the cross.* Thus may we be made 
sensible of the two grand aggravations of our Saviour’s suffer- 
ings, the bitterness of pain in the torments of his body, and 
the indignity of shame in the interpretation of his enemies. 

It is necessary we should thus profess faith in Christ cruci- 
fied, as that punishment which he chose to undergo, as that 
way which he was pleased to die. First, because by this kind 
of death we may be assured that he hath taken upon himself, 
and consequently from us, the malediction of the Law. For 
we were all under the curse, because it is expressly written, 
‘“‘ Cursed is every one that continueth not in all things written. 
in the book of the law to do them::” (Deut. xxvii. 26. Gal. 
il. 10.) and as it is certain none of us hath so continued; for 
the “Scripture hath concluded all under sin,” (Gal. ili. 22.) 
which is nothing else but a breach of the Law; therefore the 
curse must be acknowledged to remain upon all. But now 
“‘Christ hath redeemed us from the curse of the law, being 
made a curse for us;” (Gal. 111. 13.) that is, he hath redeemed 
us from that general curse, which lay upon all men for the 
breach of any part of the Law, by taking upon him that parti- 
cular curse, laid only upon them which underwent a certain 
punishment of the Law; for it is written, “Cursed is every one 
that hangeth on a tree.” (Deut. xxi. 23.) Not that suspension 
was any of the capital punishments prescribed by the Law of 
Moses; not that by any tradition or custom of the Jews they 
were wont to punish malefactors with that death: but such as 
were punished with death according to the law or custom of 
the Jews, were for the enormity of their facts oftentimes after 
death exposed to the ignominy of a gibbet; and those who being 
dead were so hanged upon a tree, were accursed by the Law.t 


‘ Passim conscita nece Quiritibus tedium 
fugientibus, novum et inexcogitatum an- 
tea posteaque remedium invenit ille rex, 
ut omnium ita defunctorum figeret cruci- 
bus corpora, spectanda civibus simul, et 
feris volucribusque laceranda.’ Plin. 1. 
x¥xxvi. c. 15. who makes this handsome 
observation of it: ‘Quamobrem pudor 
Romani nominis proprius, qui sepe res 
perditas servavit in preliis, tunc quoque 
subvenit : sed illo tempore imposuit, tum 
erubescens cum puderet vivos, tanquam 
puditurum esset exstinctos.’ 

* Thus they used Celsus, one of the 
thirty tyrants of Rome, as Trebellius 
Pollio testifieth: ‘ Novo injurie genere 
imago in crucem sublata, persultante 
vulgo, quasi patibulo ipse Celsus videre- 
tur affixus.’ c. 29. 


+ Deut. xxi. 22. ‘If a man have 


committed a sin worthy of death, and he 
be put to death, and thou hang him on a 
tree.” In which words being put to death, 
precedeth being hanged: but, I confess, 
in our English translation, it hath an- 
other sense, ‘‘and he be put to death,” 
as if he were to die by hanging. And 
so the Vulgar Latin, Et adjudicatus morti 
appensus fuerit patibulo, as if he were ad- 
judged to be hanged, and so his sentence 
were suspension. And the Syriac yet 
more expressly, et appendatur ligno atque 
interficiatur. But there is no such sen- 
tence contained in the original as the 
Vulgar, nor futurition of death, as our 
English translation mentioneth. The He- 
brew is mom in Hophal, that is, inter- 
Ffectus, occisus, mort factus fuerit ; or, as 
the LXX. clearly translate it, uai darodavn, 
and the Chaldee 5upn et occisus fuerit. 
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Now though Christ was not to die by the sentence of the 
Jews, who had lost the supreme power in causes capital, and 
so not to be condemned to any death according to the Law 
of Moses; yet the providence of God did so dispose it, that he 
might suffer that death which did contain in it that ignominious 
particularity to which the legal curse belonged, which is, the 
hanging on a tree. For he which is crucified, as he is affixed 
to, so he hangeth on, the cross: and therefore true and formal 
crucifixion is often named by the general word suspension ;* and 
the Jews themselves do commonly call our blessed Saviour by 
that very name to which the curse is affixed by Moses;} and 
generally have objected that he died a cursed death.{ 
Secondly, It was necessary to express our faith in Christ 
crucified, that we might be assured that he hath “ abolished in 
his flesh the enmity, even the law of commandments ;” (Eph. 
ii. 15.) which if he had not done, the strength and power of 
the whole Law had still remained: for all the people had said 
Amen to the curse upon every one that kept not the whole Law; 
(Deut. xxvii. 26.) “and entered into a curse and into an oath, 
to walk in God’s law, which was given by Moses the servant 
of God, and to observe and do all the commandments of the 
Lord their God, and his judgments and his statutes.” (Nehem. 
x. 29.) Which was in the nature of a bill, bond, or obligation, 
perpetually standing in force against them, ready to bring a 
forfeiture or penalty upon them, in case of non-performance of 
the condition. But the strongest obligations may be can- 
celled; and one ancient custom of cancelling bonds was, by 
striking a nail through the writing: and thus God, by our cru- 
cified Saviour, “ blotted out the hand-writing of ordinances 


* As we before noted on the words of | And when we read in Polybius, 1. vili. c. 


Seneca: thus the Greeks do often use 
xperay, for crucifigere. For Curtius, speak- 
ing of the taking of Tyre by Alexander, 
says: ‘Duo millia crucibus affixa per 
ingens litoris spatium pependerunt.’ I. iv. 
c.4. And Diodorus Siculus relating the 
same: Tovs d2 vious wavras oyTag ov EAAT- 
Tous Tov Nox srlov exgéuacey. |, xvii. c. 46. 
So the same Curtius testifies that Musi- 
canus was ‘in crucem sublatus:’ 1. ix. 
c. 8. of whom Arianus speaks thus: tev- 
TOV KpEacas AAELavdpog uereves ev TH adrod 
yn. Exp. Alex. 1. vi. c. 17. Thus in the 
language of the Scriptures, sig rév xge- 
partivray zaxoveywyv is one of the crucified 
thieves, Luke xxiii. 39. and the Jews are 
said to have slain our Saviour, xpeudcay- 
vec emt Evaov, Acts v. 30. and x. 39. The 
Latins likewise often use the word sus- 
pendere for crucifigere. As Ausonius, in 
the Idyllium, whose title is Cupido cruci 
afficus, describes him thus, ver. 59. 
‘ Hujus in excelso suspensum stipite 
Amorem.’ 


18. that they did dvarraupicat 7d capa 
of Achzus; Ovid describes his punish- 
ment thus, Ibis, 299. 


‘ More vel intereas capti suspensus 
Achei, 
Qui miser aurifera teste pependit aqua.’ 


+ The words of Moses are, Deut. xxi. 
23. son ondbx mdbop, maledictio Dei suspen- 
sus: and this word 5n, which is of itself 
simply suspensus (as 2 Sam. xviii. 10. I 
saw Absalom mbxa “on hanged on an 
oak ), is ordinarily attributed by the Jews 
to our Saviour, to signify that he was 
crucified. Hence they term Christians 
“onn stay cultores suspensi ; and they call 
the crucifix \5n my figuram suspensi. 

¢ So Trypho the Jew objected to Jus- 
tin Martyr: Odro¢ 38 6 ipevegag AEyopcEvos 
Kerrie aripeog nat adoloc yéyovey, we ual rh 
Eox arn karden TH BV TH vopwW Tod OE wept» 
mectivs toravedsn yap, Dial. cum Tryph. 
p. 249. 
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that was against us, which was contrary to us, and took it out 
of the way, nailing it to his cross.” (Col. ii. 14.) 

Thirdly, Hereby we are to testify the power of the death of 
Christ working in us after the manner of crucifixion.*. For we 
are to be “ planted in the likeness of his death ;” (Rom. vi. 5.) 
and that we may be so, we must acknowledge, and cause it to 
appear, that “our old\ man was crucified with him, that the 
body of sin might be destroyed;” (Ibid. 6.) we must confess, 
that ‘‘ they that are Christ’s have crucified the flesh, with the 
affections and lusts;” (Gal. v. 24.) and they which have not, 
are not his. We must not “glory, save in the cross of our Lord 
Jesus Christ :” nor can we properly glory in that, except by it 
“the world be crucified unto us, and we unto the world.” 
(Gal. vi. 14.) 

Fourthly, By the acerbity of this passion we are taught to 
meditate on that bitter cup which our Saviour drank: and while 
we think on those nails which pierced his hands and feet, and 
never left that torturing activity until by their dolorous im- 
pressions they forced a most painful death, to acknowledge 
the bitterness of his sufferings for us, and to assure ourselves 
that by the worst of deaths he has overcome all kinds of 
death ;} and with patience and cheerfulness to endure whatso- 
ever he shall think fit to lay upon us, who with all readiness 
and desire suffered far more for us. 3 

Fifthly, By the ignominy of this punishment, and universal 
infamy of that death, we are taught how far our Saviour de- 
scended for us, that while we were slaves and in bondage unto 
sin, he might redeem us by a servile death: for he “ made 
himself of no reputation, and took upon him the form of a ser- 
vant; and so he humbled himself, and became obedient unto 
death, even the death of the cross;” (Phil. ii. 7, 8.) teaching 
us the glorious doctrine of humility{ and patience in the most 
vile and abject condition which can befal us in this world, and 
encouraging us to imitate him, “ who for the joy that was. set 
before him, endured the cross, despising the shame ;”’ (Heb. 
xii. 2.) and withal deterring us from that fearful sin of falling 
from him, lest we should “crucify unto ourselves the Son of 
God afresh, and put him to an open shame,” (Heb. vi. 6.) and 


* "Evinca yae tag narnericpeévoug ey 
auwhro micre, aowee nadnrwpeévoug ev 7a 
craven Tov Kugiou Inco Xero cagui Te 
nat mvevuart. S.Ien. Epist. ad Smyr. §. 1. 
St. Augustin speaking of the church: 
‘ Mundatur, ut non habeat maculam ; ex- 
tenditur, ut non habeat rugam. Ubi eam 
extendit fullo, nisi in ligno? WVidemus 
quotidie. a fullonibus tunicas quodam- 
modo crucifigi. Crucifiguntur ut rugam 
non habeant.’ Enarr. in Psal. cxxxii. §. 9. 
"Avapegouever tig Ta Ufn da Tig penx aviig 
"Ing Xgworod, 6 ort cravgds, TXoWIW Yew~ 


pty, TH wvevar. TH ayia S. Ign. Epist. 
ad Eph. §. 9. 

+ ‘ Mori voluit pro nobis: parum di- 
cimus ; crucifigi dignatus est, usque ad 
mortem crucis obediens factus. Elegit 
extremum et pessimum genus mortis, qui 
omnem fuerat ablaturus mortem; de 
morte pessima occidit omnem mortem.’ 
S. August. Tract. 36. in Ioan. §. 4. 

+ ‘ Humilitatis enim magister est 
Christus, qui humiliavit seipsum, factus 
obediens usque ad mortem, mortem autem 
crucis.’ S. August. in Ioan, Tract. 51. §.3. 
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so become worse than the Jews themselves, who crucified the 
Lord of life without the walls of Jerusalem, and for that unpa- 
ralleled sin were delivered into the hands of the Romans, into 
whose hands they delivered him, and at the same walls in such 
multitudes were crucified, till there wanted room for crosses, 
and crosses for their vodies.* 

Lastly, By the public visibility of this death, we are assured 
that our Saviour was truly dead, and that all his enemies were 
fully satisfied. He was crucified in the sight of all the Jews, 
who were made public witnesses that he gave up the ghost. 
There were many traditions among the heathen, of persons 
supposed for some time to be dead, to descend into hell, and 
afterwards to live again; but the death of these persons was 
never publicly seen or certainly known. It is easy for a man 
that liveth, to say that he hath been dead; and if he be of 
great authority, it is not difficult to persuade some credulous 
persons to believe it. But that which would make his present 
life truly miraculous, must be the reality and certainty of his 
former death. The feigned histories of Pythagoras and Za- 
molxis, of Theseus and Hercules, of Orpheus and Protesilaus, 
made no certain mention of their deaths, and therefore were 
ridiculous in the assertion of their resurrection from death.+ 
Christ, as he appeared to certain witnesses after his resurrec- 
tion, so he died before his enemies visibly on the cross, and 
gave up the ghost conspicuously in the sight of the world. 

And now we have made this discovery of the true. manner 
and nature of the cross on which our Saviour suffered, every 
one may understand what it is he professeth when he declareth 
his faith, and saith, I believe in Christ crucified. For thereby 
he is understood and obliged to speak thus much: [ am really 
persuaded, and fully satisfied, that the only-begotten and eter- 
nal Son of God, Christ Jesus, that he might cancel the hand-. 
writing which was against us, and take off the curse which was — 


* Meochaou 3 of crpariaras Ov deyny nat 
pioog Tovg aAdvTAs, GACY AAAW oHNMAT 
mpog KrEUnY, Kat id 70 WARIS yYwpa TE Eve 
AEireTO Tog TTaAUEcIG, Kal TTaUEd TIS Tw 


peacw. Joseph. de Bell. Jud. |. vi. c. 28. 


+ This is excellently observed and ex- 
pressed by Origen, who returneth this 
answer to the objection made by the Jews 
in Celsus, of those fabulous returns from 
the dead: ép¢ maparricmmev, Or: od dUva- 
Tab FO nate Tov ‘Incotv torogodmevoey, ex 
vexpav éynyéeIar, rovros magaharrecIas, 
“ExagTT0S (LEV Yap THY AEyoMEVOY HaTa Tods 
romoug newwy Bovrndelo av EduvnIn savrdy 
imennrtpar tig oews trav avSenrav,. nat 
wary xelvas EmaveAaSsiv meds ovg xaranrég- 
Aowmwev’ “Inco 88 cravewStvros emt wavroy 
"Ioudalwv, ual nadaverivros avtod Tod capa 
wog év Obes TOU Mneou alTav, Tag clovras Tra- 


CAMANTOY TAdCATIas Abe avTOY TS irTo- 
goupevorg Newari sic adou xataheRnutvar, xa~ 
neidey avernavdivar; paysev’ dO Or penmore 
meg amoroyiav, Te ErravediocSas Tov Incody 
nal Touro AEyoT av, peadiora Sich Ta oept 
way newwy toropnSivra tay elo ddou uaraBe- 
Bnntvar BraCopedvov. Gre eb xad” vmwddecty 6 
"Incods erebvixer aonuw Savarw, ovK wore 
MAog Elvas amrotavay brw TH Sipuw Taiv “lov- 
Saiov, era peta ToT aAndag iv dvacras x 
VEKEOY, YUERY EryEV AY TO UmovenTev gwepl Tov 
hedov nat mee? rovrou AEYSivat’ eh gor’ ovy 
Weg AAAS aitiog TOU TravpwOrvar Tay Incovy 
nar ToT Swvaras cURBAArET Sas TH adTOY 
imiohws tml rov cravpod dmoresynxévat, tye 
pandelg Exn Abysw, Ors Exav imelérrn Tis 
pews rav dvOpamrav, nat Edofey daoreOynnevas, 
obx daroréSynus 96 br EBovandn wary Emt- 
gavels evegureicaro Ti iu venga avarTaciy. 


Adv. Celsum, 1, ii. §. 56. 
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due unto us, did take upon him the form of a servant, and in 
that form did willingly and cheerfully submit himself unto the 
false accusation of the Jews, and unjust sentence of Pilate, by 
which he was condemned, according to the Roman custom, to 
the cross ; and upon that did suffer servile punishment of the 
greatest acerbity, enduring the pain; and of the greatest igno- 
miny, despising the shame. And thus I believe in Christ 
CRUCIFIED. 


Dead. 


Tuoveu crucifixion of itself involveth not in it certain 
death, and he which is fastened to across is so leisurely to 
die, as that he being taken from the same may live; though 
when the insulting Jews in a malicious derision called to our 
Saviour to “save himself, and come down from the cross;” 
(Mark xv. 30.) he might have come down from thence, and in 
saving himself have never saved us: yet it is certain that he 
felt the extremity of that punishment, and fulfilled the utmost 
intention of crucifixion: so that, as we acknowledge him cruc?- 
fied, we believe him dead. 

For the illustration of which part of the Article, it will be 
necessary, first, To shew that the Messias was to die ; that no 
sufferings, howsoever shameful and painful, were sufficiently 
satisfactory to the determination and predictions divine, with- 
out a full dissolution and proper death: secondly, To prove 
that our Jesus, whom we believe to be the true Messias, did not 
only suffer torments intolerable and inexpressible in this life, 
but upon and by the same did finish this life by a true and pro- 
per death : thirdly, To declare in what the nature and condition 
of the death of a person so-totally singular did properly and 
peculiarly consist. And more than this cannot be necessary 
to shew we believe that Christ was dead. 

First, then, we must consider what St. Paul “delivered” to 
the Corinthians “ first of all,” and what “also he received, how 
that Christ died for our sins according to the Scriptures ;” 
(1 Cor. xv. 3.) that the Messtas was “the Lamb slain from the 
foundation of the world,” (Rev. xiii. 8.) and that his death 
was severally represented and foretold. For though the sacri- 
ficing Isaac hath been acknowledged an express and lively type 
of the promised Messias; though, after he was bound and laid 
upon the wood, he was preserved from the fire, and rescued 
from the religious cruelty of his father’s knife; though Abra- 
ham be said to have “ offered up his only-begotten son,” «Heb. 
xi. 17.) when Isaac died not; though by all this it might seem 
foretold that the true and great promised Seed, the Christ, 
should be made a sacrifice for sin, should be fastened to the 
cross, and offered up to the Father, but not suffer death : yet 
being “ without effusion of blood there is no remission,” (Heb. 
ix. 22.) without death no sacrifice for sin; being the saving of 


DEAD. 319 


Isaac alive doth not deny the death of the antitype, but rather 
suppose and assert it as presignifying his resurrection from the 
dead, “from whence Abraham received him in a figure:” 
(Heb. xi. 19.) we may safely affirm the ancient and legal types 
did represent a Chrzst who was to die. It was an essential 
part of the paschal law, that the lamb should be slain: and in 
the sacrifices for sin, which presignified a Saviour to “ sanctify 
the people with his own blood, the bodies of the beasts were 
burnt without the camp, and their blood brought into the sanc- 
tuary.” (Heb. xii. 11, 12.) 

Nor did the types only require, but the prophecies also fore- 
tell, his death. For “he was brought (saith Isaiah) as a lamb 
to the slaughter :” “he was cut off out of the land of the liv- 
ine” (saith the same prophet); and “ made his soul an offer- 
ing for sin.” (lili. 7, 8. 10.) Which are so plain and evident 
predictions, that the Jews shew not the least appearance of 
probability in their evasions.* 

Being then the obstinate Jews themselves acknowledge one 
Messias was to die, and that a violent death; being we have 
already proved there is but one Messias foretold by the pro- 
phets, and shewed by those places, which they will not ac- 
knowledge, that he was to be slain: it followeth by their 
unwilling confessions and our plain approbations, that the 
promised Messtas was ordained to die; which is our first as- 
sertion. 

Secondly, We affirm, correspondently to these types and 
promises, that ‘‘ Christ our passover is slain;” (1 Cor. v. 7.) 
that he whom we believe to be the true and only Messias did 
really and truly die. Which affirmation we may with confi- 
dence maintain, as being secure of any even the least denial. 
Jesus of Nazareth upon his crucifixion was so surely, so cer- 
tainly dead, that they who wished, they who thirsted for his 
blood, they who obtained, who effected, who extorted his 
death, even they believed it, even they were satisfied with it : 
the chief priests, the Scribes and the Pharisees, the publicans 
and sinners, all were satisfied: the Sadducees most of all, who 


* That this place of Isaiah must be 
understood of the Messias, I have al- 
ready proved against the Jews out of 
the text, and their own traditions. Their 
objection particularly to these words, that 
the land of the living is the land of Ca- 
naan. So Solomon Jarchi, mn yom) 
NW YR xT From the land of the living, 
that is, the land of Israel. And D. Kim- 
chi endeavour’ to prove that exposition 
out of David, 753 swrd Ym yor WW *D 
895 JOnNnx 2 DYN yOX AN IPW YIND 
tovn7 wix2'n as if the land of the living 
must be the land of Canaan, because Da- 
vid professeth he will walk before the 
Lord in the land of the living: whereas 
there is no more in that phrase than that 


he will serve God while he liveth. As 
Psal. xxvii. 13. ‘‘I had fainted unless I 
had believed to see the goodness of the 
Lord in the land of the living ;” and Isa. 
XXxxvili. 11. ‘‘I said, I shall not see the 
Lord, even the Lord in the land of the 
living ;” which is sufficiently interpreted 
by the words which follow : ‘I shall be- 
hold man no more with the inhabitants of 
the world.” The land of the living then 
was not particularly the land of Canaan: 
norcan they persuade us that it could not 
refer to Christ, because he was never re- 
moved out of that land: but to be cut off 
out of the land of the living is, certainly, to 
be taken away from them which live upon 
the earth, that is, to die. 


é 
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hugged their old opinion, and loved their error the better, be- 
cause they thought him sure from ever rising up. But if they 
had denied or doubted it, the very stones would cry out and 
confirm it. Why did the sun put on mourning? Why were 
the graves opened, but for afuneral? Why did the earth quake ? 
Why were the rocks rent? Why did the frame of nature shake, 
but because the God of nature died? Why did all the people, 
who came to see him crucified, and love to feed their eyes 
with such tragic spectacles, why did they beat upon their 
breasts and return, but that they were assured it was finished, 
(John xix. 30.) there was no more to be seen, all was done ? 
It was not out of compassion that the merciless soldiers brake 
not his legs, but because they found him dead:whom they came 
to dispatch ; and being enraged that their cruelty should be 
thus prevented, with an impertinent villany they pierce his 
side, and with a foolish revenge endeavour to kill a dead man ; 
thereby becoming stronger witnesses than they would, by 
being less the authors than they desired, of his death. . For 
out of his sacred but wounded side, came blood and water, 
both as evident signs of his present death, as certain seals of 
our future and eternal life. These are the two blessed sacra- 
ments of the spouse of Christ, each assuring her of the death 
of her beloved. The sacrament of baptism, the water through 
which we pass into the Church of Christ, teacheth us that he 
died to whom we come. “For know you not (saith St. Paul) 
that so many of us as are baptized into Jesus Christ, are bap- 
tized into his death?” (Rom. vi. 3.) The sacrament of the 
Lord’s supper, the bread broken, and the wine poured forth, 
signify that he died who instituted it; and “as often as we eat 
this bread, and drink this cup, we shew forth the Lord’s death 
till he come.” (1 Cor. xi. 26.) nt patil, 

Dead then our blessed Saviour was upon the -cross; and 
that not by a feigned or metaphorical, but by a true and proper, 
death. As he was truly and properly man, in the same mortal 
nature which -the sons of Adam have; so did he undergo a 
true and proper death, in the same manner as we die. Our 
life appeareth principally in two particulars, motion and sen- 
sation ;* and while both or either of these are perceived in a 
body, we pronounce it lives. Not that the life itself consisteth 
in either or both of these, but in that which is the original 
principle of them both, which we call the soul; and the inti- 
mate presence or union of that soul unto the body is the life 
thereof. The real distinction of which soul from the body in 
man, our blessed Saviour taught most clearly in thet admoni- 
tion, “ Fear not them which kill the body, but are not able to 


* To zudbuxoy vod adbixou Sucty wdriora Anim. 1. i. c. 2. *Q Siapéper ra dbuya (leg. 
Siapéper Sonet, mivioes ve nalro alobdverOary Euerbuya) ray dluyov, rodt0 oot Lux: dia- 
mageinnpaprev 06 nat waph rev meoyeverrépovy  éger OE uivioes, aloOnoe, payracia, yorcet, 
oxed Svo ratte weet Juyiic. Arist. de  Sallust. de Diis e+ Mundo, c. 8. 
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kill the soul; but rather fear him which is able to destroy both 
body and soul in hell.” (Matt. x. 28.) Now being death is no- 
thing else but the privation or recession of life,* and we are 
then properly said to die when we cease to live; being life con- 
sisteth in the union of the soul unto the body, from whence, as 
from the fountain, flow motion, sensation, and whatsoever vital 
perfection: death can be nothing else but the solution of that 
vital union, or the actual separation of the soul, before united 
to the body.+ Astherefore when the soul of man doth leave 
the habitation of its body, and being the sole fountain of vi- 
tality bereaves it of all vital activity, we say that body or that 
man is dead: so when we read that Christ our Saviour died, 
we must conceive that was a true and proper death, and con- 
sequently that his body was bereft of his soul, and of all vital 
influence from the same. 

Nor is this only our conception, or a doubtful truth; but 
we are as much assured of the propriety of his death, as of the 
death itself. For that the unspotted soul of our Jesus was 
really and actually separated from his body, that his flesh was 
bereft of natural life by the secession of that soul, appeareth - 
by his own resignation, “‘ Father, into thy hands I commend 
my spirit ;” and by the evangelist’s expression, “and having 
said thus, he gave up the ghost.” (Luke xxiii. 46.) When he 
was to die, he resigned his soul ; when he gave it up, he died ; 
when it was delivered out of the body, then was the body 


a 


* As Secundus: guyi wal asrourncig  Xynpelac,” Apa pat GAO th sav Thg uxig 
Biov. Sentent. ti tors Savaros; p. 639. ed. ame Tov cduaros dwurrayny; nal elvar Touro 
Gale. 1688. TeOvaivat, xople ev dard Tie Luyigdmarrayey 

+ As the philosophers have anciently aird xaS” eavtd 1d cua yeyovevar, xwpls Sé 
expressed it, especially Plato, who by — tiv uy tov cauaros amarraysicay aiciy 
the advantage of an error in the original xaS’ avriy elves ; dea poh GAO TL 6 Oavarog 
of souls, best understood the end of life: 4 Tora; Otu, adAa TodTO, En. in Phedone, 
Tov7rd ye Sdvarog dvo.aCerat, Avotg ual ywet- vol. i. p. 145. Thus with four several 
opcs Luxiig amd capearos. in Phedone, vol. words, Avis, Sidavots, ymeirds, and amrar- 
i. p. 153. Again: ‘O Qavaroo ruyxdver av,  Aayi, doth Plato express the separation 
Gg Epcot Donel, ovdev AAro H Svoly. weayuareov of the soul from the body, and maketh 
didarvows, tig Wuyxiig ual rod cadmaros,ame death formally to consist of that separa- 
aariaroy. in Gorgia, vol. iv.p.166. And tion. This solution is excellently ex- 
more plainly and fully yet: “Hyodmeb4 + pressed by Phocylides, Carm. admon. v. 
roy Davaroy eiver; Ildvw y, tpn torodeBovo 97.100. 


Od xardv dperoviny dvarvémev avOpaimroro,— 

Wuyat yae prleevovow dunpios ev pOrévorce. 

Tlyedua yap tors Qed yeriors Sunrotor wal einaye 

Laue ye en yaing Ex oxeev, nal Wavres eo adThy 

Avoprevor nous Exprév? aie Y dvd meta dedexrar. 
So Tertullian: ‘Opus autem mortis in ’Avaynn rolyw aya ra ve Civ imdpyew xat 
medio est, discretio corporis animeque.’ = riv Tod Sepueod pucined cwrnelay, xal roy xa- 
De Anim. c. 51. ‘Simors non aliud de- — Aovuevoy Savarov efvas tiv Tovrou pIogay. de 
terminatur quam disjunctio corporis ani- Juventut.&c.c. 4. Inasmuch as the soul 
meque, contrarium morti vita non aliud _is not that natural heat, and the corrup- 


definietur, quam conjunctio corporis ani- _ tion of that heat followeth upon the sepa- 
meque.’ Ibid. c. 27. This description ration of the soul. 

of death is far more philosophical than ¢ This is expressed three ways, all 
the notion of Aristotle, who makes it to signifying the separation of his soul from 
consist in the corruption of naturalheat: his body. St Mark and St. Luke éZémveucs, 
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dead :* and so the eternal Son of God upon the cross did pro- 
perly and truly die. 

This reality and propriety of the death of Christ is yet far- 
ther illustrated from the cause immediately producing it, 
which was an external violence and cruciation, sufficient to 
dissolve that natural disposition of the body which is abso- 
lutely necessary to continue the vital union of the soul: the 
torments which he endured on the cross did bring him to that 
state, in which life could not longer be naturally conserved, 
and death, without intervention of supernatural power, must 
necessarily follow. 

For Christ who took upon him all our infirmities, sin only 
excepted, had in his nature not only a possibility and apti- 
tude, but also a necessity of dying; and as to any extrinsical 
violence, able, according to the common course of nature, to 
destroy and extinguish in the body such an aptitude as is n- 
dispensably required to continue a union with the soul, he had 
no natural preservative; nor was it in the power of his soul, 
to continue its vital conjunction unto his body bereft of a vital 
disposition. | 

It is true that Christ did voluntarily die, as he said of him- 
self, “ No man taketh away my life from me, but I lay it down 
of myself; I have power to lay it down, and | have power to 
take it again.” (John x. 18.) For it was in his power to suf- 
fer or not to suffer the sentence of Pilate, and the nailing to 
the cross; it was in his power to have come down from the 
cross, when he was nailed to it: but when bv an act of his 


which is of the same force with éZéduye. 
But because éx diye doth not always sig- 
nify an absolute expiration, but some- 
times a lipothymy only; (as Hesychius, 
"Ex xoves, Asr@oOucdct. So Hippocrates 
useth it: Eiol 32 ofdrara (nateod) soos h 
Exbiyours det te apertioas. 1. i. de Morbis, 
c. 3. and again: “Extuyoucr 32 Ud Tod ai 
patos Thy eTacracw eLamivng yivopeévny. ) 
lest therefore we should take éZéqrveuce in 
such an imperfect sense, St. Matthew 
hath it apie +0 veda, and St. John ra- 
pedoxe rd mvevaa. Which is a full expres- 
sion of the secession of the soul from the 
body, and consequently of death, which 
is, in the language of Secundus: mvedpe- 
woo amooracis, Sentent. ti tort Sdvaros ; 
p- 639. 

* These three points or distinctions of 
time I have therefore noted, that I might 
recur to any objection which possibly 
might arise out of the ancient philoso- 
phical subtilty, which Aulus Gelliusre- 
ports to be agitated at the table of Taurus. 
The question was propounded thus: 
‘Quesitum est, quando moriens morere- 
tur, cum jam in morte esset, an tum etiam 
cum in vita foret? 1. vi.c. 13. Where 


Taurus admonisheth the rest, that this 
was no light question: for, says he: 
‘ Gravissimi Philosophorum super hac re 
serio quesiverunt; et alii moriendi ver- 
bum atque momentum manente adhuc 
vita dici atque fieri putaverunt ; alii nihil 
in illo tempore vite reliquerunt, totum- 
que illud quod mori dicitur morti vindi- 
carunt.’ Ibid, The ancienter philoso- 
phers were divided ; some saying a man 
died in the time of his life, others in the 
time of his death: but Plato observed a 
contradiction in both ; fora man can nei- 
ther be said to die while he is alive, nor 
when he is dead : ‘ et idcirco peperit ipse 
aliud quoddam novum in confinio tempus, 
quod verbis propriis atque integris tiv 
eFalpync picty appellavit :’ Ibid. which he 
thus describes in his Parmenides ; T? yae 
ELaipyng rovovrey v4 Eome onpraivey, wo EF exci- 
vou preTaBarroy sig Exdrepoy. vol. x. p. 138. 
So A. Gellius, 1. vi. c. 13. Then when 
our Saviour commended his soul into the 
hands of his Father, he was yet alive ; 
when the soldier pierced his side, he was 
already dead ; and the instant in which 
he gave up the ghost was the 73 é£aipvuc 
when he died. 
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will he had submitted to that death, when he had accepted 
and embraced those torments to the last, it was not in the 
power of his soul to continue any longer vitality to the body, 
whose vigour was totally exhausted. So not by a necessary 
compulsion, but voluntary election he took upon him a neces- 
sity of dying. 

It is true that “ Pilate marvelled he was dead so soon,” 
(Mark xv. 44.) and the two thieves lived longer to have their 
legs broken, and to die by the accession of another pain: but 
we read not of such long furrows on their backs as were 
made on his, nor had they such kind of agony as he was in 
the night before. What though he ‘ cried with a loud voice, 
and gave up the ghost?” What though “ the centurion, when 
he saw it, said, Truly this man was the Son of God?” (Mark 
xv. 37.39.) The miracle was not in the death, but in the voice : 
the strangeness was not that he should die, but that at the 
point of death he should cry out so loud: he died not by, but 
with, a miracle. 

Should we imagine Christ to anticipate the time of death, 
and to subtract his soul from future torments necessary to 
cause an expiration; we might rationally say the Jews and 
Gentiles were guilty of his death, but we could not properly 
say they slew him: guilty they must be, because they inflicted 
those torments on which in time death must necessarily fol- 
low; but slay him actually they did not, if his death pro- 
ceeded from any other cause, and not from the wounds which 
they inflicted: whereas St. Peter expressly chargeth his ene- 
mies, “‘ Him ye have taken, and by wicked hands have cruci- 
fied and slain;” (Acts ii. 23.) and again, “The God of our fa- 
thers raised up Jesus, whom ye slew and hanged on a tree.” 
silt v. 30.)* Thus was the Lamb properly slain, and the 

ews authors of his death, as well as of his crucifixion. 

Wherefore being Christ took upon himself our mortality in 
the highest sense, as it includeth a necessity of dying ; being 
he voluntarily submitted himself to that bloody agony in the 
garden, to the hands of the ploughers, who made long their 
furrows, and to the nails which fastened him to the cross; 
being those torments thus inflicted and continued did cause 
his death, and in this condition he gave up the ghost: it fol- 
loweth that the only-begotten Son of God, the true Messias 
promised of old, did die a true and proper death. Which is 
the second conclusion in this explication. 

But, thirdly, Because CArist was not only man, but also 
God, and there was not only a union between his soul and 
body while he lived, but also a conjunction of both natures, 
and a union in his person: it will be farther necessary, for the 


*In both which places the original thus, KXEledy avop.mv Meormncavres, avel 
sheweth more expressly, that by their Agere. In the latter thus, ov dmeto Dexeret- 
crucifixion they slew him: in the former  cacQe upsudcavres él Evaov. 
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understanding of his death, to shew what union was dissolved; 
what continued; that we may not make that separation either 
less or greater than it was. | 
Whereas then there were two different substantial unions 
in Christ, one of the parts of his human nature each to other, 
in which his humanity did consist, and by which. he was truly 
man; the other of his natures, human and divine, by which 
it came to pass that God was man, and that man God: first, 
it is certain, as we have already shewn, that the union of the 
parts of his human nature was dissolved on the cross, and a 
real separation made between his soul and body. | As far then 
as humanity consists in the essential union of the parts of 
human nature, so far the humanity of Christ upon his death 
did cease to be, and consequently he ceased to be man. But, 
secondly, the union of the natures remained still as to the parts, 
nor was the soul or body separated from the Divinity, but still 
subsisted as they did before, by the subsistence of the second 
person of the Trinity. padive- 
The truth of this assertion appeareth, first, from the lan- 
guage of this very CreEp.* For as we proved before, that 
the only-begotten and eternal Son of God, God of. God, very 
God of very God, was conceived and born, and suffered, and that 
the truth of these propositions relied upon the communion of 
properties, grounded upon the hypostatical union: so while 
the Creep in the same manner proceedeth speaking of the 
same person, that he was buried and descended into hell, it shew- 
eth that neither his body, in respect of which he was buried, 
nor his soul, in respect of which he was generally conceived to 
descend into hell, had lost that union. 7 
Again, as we believe that God redeemed us by his own 
blood, so also it hath been the constant language of the Church, 
that God died for us; which cannot be true, except the soul. 
and body in the instant of separation, were united to the. 
Deity. | | 
Indeed, being all the gifts of God are without repentance, 
nor doth he ever subtract his grace from any without their 
abuse of it, anda sinful demerit in themselves; we cannot 
imagine the grace of union should be taken from Christ, who 
never offended, and that in the highest act of obedience, and 
the greatest satisfaction to the will of God. . 


It is true, Christ cried upon the cross with a loud voice, 


* « Credimuscerte non in solum Deum 
Patrem ; sed et in Jesum Christum Fi- 
lium ejus unicum, Dominum nostrum. 
Modo totum dixi, in Jesum Christum 
Filium ejus unicum, Dominum  nostrum : 
totum ibi intellige,et Verbum, et animam, 
et carnem. Sed utique confiteris etiam 
illud quod habet eadem fides, in eum 
Christum te credere qui crucifixus est 


et sepultus. Ergo etiam sepultum Chri- 
stum esse non negas, et tamen sola caro 
sepulta est. Si enim erat ibi anima, non 
erat mortuus ; si autem vera mors erat, 
ut’ ejus vera sit resurrectio, sine anima 
fuerat in sepulcro: et tamen sepultus est 
Christus. Ergo Christus erat etiam sine 
anima caro, quinon est sepulta nisi caro.’ 
S. August. in Ioan. Tract. 47, §. 12. 
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saying, “‘ My God, my God, why hast thou forsaken me ?” 
(Matt. xxvii. 46.) But if that dereliction should signify 
a solution of the former union of his natures, the separa- 
tion had been made not at his death, but in his life :* whereas 
indeed those words infer no more, than that he was bereft of 
such joys and comforts from the Deity, as should assuage and 
mitigate the acerbity of his present torments. 

It remaineth therefore, that when our Saviour yielded up the 
ghost, he suffered only an external violence; and what was 
subject to such corporal force did yield unto those dolorous 
impressions. Being then such is the imbecility and frailty of 
our nature, that life cannot long subsist in exquisite torments ; 
the disposition of his body failed the soul, and the soul de- 
serted his body. But being no power hath any force against 
omnipotence, nor could any corporal or finite agent work upon 
the union made with the Word, therefore that did still remain 
entire both to the souland to the body. The Word was once in- 
deed without either soul or body ; but after it was made flesh, 
it was never parted either from the one or from the other.+ 

Thus Christ did really and truly die, according to the con- 
dition of death to which the nature of man is subject: but al- 
though he was more than man, yet he died no more than man 
can die; a separation was made between his soul and body, 
but no disunion of them and his Deity. ‘They were disjoined 
one from another, but not from him that took them both toge- 
ther; rather by virtue of that remaining conjunction they were 
again united after their separation.{ And this I conceive suf- 
ficient for the third and last part of our explication. 

The necessity of this part of the Article 1s evident, in that 
the death of Christ is the most intimate and essential part of 
the mediatorship, and that which most intrinsically concerns 


*“Onrov tov avdewmov Tov Ogod, Ud ris 
pig eavuToy dvaxearems tig Thy Oeiay picww 
METaCKEVaTAYTOS, EV TH KaIPH TIS KaTa TO 
TO00G oknovoprlag ov Oarépov mrEpous TO Barak 
eynenbey dvexapnoev’ duetawernta yae Tov 
Ose Ta yagicpata’ aAAG viv prev Luyiy 
TU caparoo h Osdrng Exouring dséCevEev, 
Eauriv dé ev apehorteors prtvoucay Edeize. Si 
Greg, Nyss. Orut. 1. de Resur. 

+ This is the conclusion of St. Au- 
gustin: ‘ Ex quo Verbum caro factum 
est, ut habitaret in nobis, et susceptus est 
a Verbo homo, id est totus homo, anima 
et caro ; quid fecit passio, quid fecit mors, 
nisi corpus ab anima separavit? Ani- 
mam vero a Verbe non separavit. Si 
enim mortuus est Dominus—sine dubio 
caro ipsius exspiravit animam: ad tem- 
pus exiguum anima deseruit carnem, sed 
redeunte anima resurrecturam. A Verbo 
autem animam separatam esse non dico. 
Latronis anime dixit, hodie meeum eris in 
Paradiso. Fidelem latronis animam non 


deserebat et deserebat suam? Absit: sed 
illius ut Dominus custodivit, suam vero 
inseparabiliter habuit. Si autem dixe- 
rimus, quia ipsa se anima posuit, et 
iterum ipsa se sumpsit, absurdissimus 
sensus est: non enim que a Verbo non 
erat separata, a seipsa potuit separari, 
Tract. in loan. 47. §. 9. 

+ 7Eorst Si@aoly ety 46 dvOewarwey cty~ 
upapac, BOTA OE nad provoesdig h Tig Sewrnros 
Ducig, EV TH Kae THS TOU copates amd THs 
buyiis NaGerZems, od cuvdiacxi€erai ra cuv- 
Séirw 70 adsalpetov, AAAG TO Eumrarw yiveras: 
TH yoe EVOTNTL THiS Osiag pucews, Tig naTa TO 
Trov y deporeeais ovens, mAAW GTpOG aAANAM 
Te Secreta cunpverasr, S. Greg. Nyss. 
Orat.1. de Resur. ‘Tam velox incorrupte 
carnis vivificatio fuit, ut major ibi esset 
soporis similitudo quam mortis; quoniam 
Deitas, que ab utraque suscepti hominis 
substantia non recessit, quod potestate 
divisit, potestate conjunxit.”’ Leo Serm. 
1. de Resur. c. 2, 
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every office and function of the Mediator, as he was Prophet, 
Priest, and King. 

First, It was necessary, as to the Prophetical office, that 
Christ should die, to the end that the truth of all the doctrine 
which he delivered might be confirmed by his death. He was 
“the true and faithful witness,” (Rev. iii. 14.) “who before 
Pontius Pilate witnessed a good confession.” (1 Tim. vi. 13.) 
‘““ This is he that came by water and blood ; and there are three 
that bear witness in earth, the spirit, the water, and the blood.” 
(1 John v. 6. 8.) He preached unto us anew “and better 
Covenant, which was established upon better promises,” (Heb. 
villi. 6.) and that was to be ratified with his blood; which is 
therefore called by Christ himself the “ blood of the New Tes- 
tament,” (Matt. xxvi. 28. Luke xxii. 20. Heb. x. 29.) or, ‘* ever- 
lasting Covenant :” (Heb. xiii. 20.) for that Covenant was also 
a Testament ; and ‘‘ where a testament is, there must also of 
necessity be the death of the testator.” (Heb. ix. 16.) Beside, 
Christ, as a Prophet, taught us not only by word, but by ex- 
ample: and though every action of his life who came to fulfil | 
the Law, be most worthy of our imitation; yet the most emi- 
nent example was in his death, in which he taught us much 
variety of Christian virtues. What an example was that of 
faith in God to ‘lay down /is life, that he might take it again ;” 
(John x. 17.) in the bitterness of his torments to ‘“ commend 
his spirit into the hands of his Father ;” (Luke xxiii. 46.) and 
for the joy that was set before him, to endure the cross, and 
despise the shame!” (Heb. xii. 2.) What a pattern of meek- 
ness, patience, and humility, for the Son of man to come, “ not 
’ to be ministered unto, but to minister, and give his life a ran- 
som for many;” (Matt. xx. 28.) to be “led like a sheep to 
the slaughter, and like a lamb dumb before the shearer, not 
to open his mouth;” (Acts viii. 32.) to ‘ endure the contra- 
dictions of sinners against himself,” (Heb. xii. 3.) and to “ hum- 
ble himself unto death, even the death of the cross!” (Phil. ii. 
8.) What a precedent of obedience for the Son of God “to 
learn obedience by the things that he suffered ;” (Heb. v. 8) 
‘to be made under the Law,” (Gal. iv. 4.) and though he never 
broke the Law, to ‘ become obedient unto death ;” (Phil. 11. 8.) 
to go with cheerfulness to the cross upon this resolution, “ As 
my Father gave me commandment, even so I do!” (John xiv. 
31.) What exemplar of charity, to “ die for us while we were 
yet sinners,” (Rom. v. 8.) and enemies, when “greater love 
hath no man than this, to lay down his life for his friends ;” 
(John xv. 13.)-to pray upon the cross for them that crucified 
him, and to apologize for such as barbarously slew him, “ Fa- 
ther, forgive them, for they know not what they do!” (Luke 
xxiii. 34.) Thus Christ did “ suffer for us, leaving us an ex- 
ample, that we should follow his steps,” (1 Pet. ii. 21.) that as 
he “ suffered for us, in the flesh, we should arm ourselves like-— 
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wise with the same mind. For he that hath suffered in the 
flesh, hath ceased from sin; that he no longer should live 
the rest of his time in the flesh, to the lusts of men, but to the 
will of God.” (1 Pet. iv. 1,2.) And so his death was ne- 
cessary for the confirmation and completion of his prophetical 
office. 

Secondly, It was necessary that Christ should die, and by his 
death perform the sacerdotal office. ‘ For every high-priest 
taken from among men, is ordained for men in things pertain- 
ing to God, that he may offer both gifts and sacrifices for sins.” 
(Heb. v. 1.) But Christ had no other sacrifice to offer for our 
sins than himself. ‘“ For it was not possible that the blood of 
bulls and goats should take away sins ;” (Heb. x. 4.) and there- 
fore when “ sacrifice and offering God would not, then said he, 
Lo, I come to do thy will, O God ;” (Ibid. 8,9.) then did Christ 
determine to offer up himself for us. And because the sacri- 
fices of old were to be slain, and generally “ without shedding 
of blood there is no remission ;” (Heb. ix. 22.) therefore if he 
will offer sacrifice for sin, he must of necessity die, and so 
‘‘make his soul an offering for sin.” (Isa. li. 10.) Lf Christ 
be our passover, he must be sacrificed for us. We were sold 
under sin, and he who will redeem us must give his life for our 
redemption: for we could not be “ redeemed with corruptible 
things, as silver and gold, but only with the precious blood of 
Christ, as of a lamb without blemish and without spot.” (1 Pet. 
1. 18, 19.) We all had sinned, and so offended the justice of 
God, and by an act of that justice the sentence of death passed 
upon us; it was necessary therefore that Christ our surety 
should die, to satisfy the justice of God, both for that iniquity, 
as the propitiation for our sins, and for that penalty, as he who 
was to bear our griefs. God was offended with us; and he must 
die who was to reconcile him to us. ‘* For when we were ene- 
mies (saith St. Paul), we were reconciled to God by the death 
of his Son.” (Rom. v.10.) We “were sometimes alienated, and 
enemies in our mind by our wicked works; yet now hath he 
reconciled us in the body of his flesh through death.” (Col. 
i.21.) Thus the death of Christ was necessary towards the 
great act of his priesthood, as the oblation, propitiation, and 
satisfaction, for the sins of the whole world: and not only for 
the act itself, but also for our assurance of the power and effi- 
cacy of it (‘for if the blood of bulls and goats sanctifieth to the 
purifying of the flesh; how much more shall the blood of 
Christ, who through the eternal Spirit offered himself without 
spot to God, purge our consciences from dead works?” Heb. 
ix. 13, 14.), and of the happiness flowing from it (for “ he that 
spared not his own Son, but delivered him up for us all, how 
shall he not with him also freely give us all things ?” Rom. 
vili. 32.) Upon this assurance, founded on his death, we have 
the freedom and “boldness to enter into the holiest by the 
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blood of Jesus, by a new and living way which he hath ‘conse- 
crated for us, through the veil, that is to say, his flesh.” (Heb. 
x. 19, 20.). Neither was the death of Christ necessary only in 
respect of us immediately for whom he died, but in reference 
to the Priest himself who died, both in regard of the qualifica- 
tion of himself, and consummation of his office. For ‘“in all 
things it behoved him to be made like unto his brethren ; that 
he might be a merciful and faithful High-priest, and having 
suffered, being tempted, might be able to succour them that 
are tempted.” (Heb. 11.17, 18.) So that passing through all 
the previous torments, and at last through the pains of death, 
having suffered all which man can suffer, and much more, he 
became, as an experimental Priest, most sensible of our infir- 
mities, most compassionate of our miseries, most willing and 
ready to support us under, and to deliver us out of, our tempta- 
tions. Thus being qualified by his utmost suffering, he was also 
fitted to perfect his offering. For as ‘the high-priest once every 
year” for the atonement of the sins of the people “ went” into 
the Holy of Holies, “ not without blood;” so ‘“ Christ being 
come a High-priest of good things to come, by a greater and 
more perfect tabernacle, not made with hands, by his own 
blood entered in once into the holy place, having obtained 
eternal redemption for us.” (Heb. ix. 7. 11, 12.) And this is 
the grand necessity of the death of Christ in respect of his 
sacerdotal office. 

Thirdly, There was a necessity that Christ should die in re- 
ference to his regal office. “ O king, live for ever,” (Dan. ii. 4. 
ili. 9.) is either the loyal or the flattering vote for temporal 
princes; either the expression of our desires, or the suggestion 
of their own: whereas our CArist never shewed more sovereign 
power than in his death, never obtained more than by his 
death. It was not for nothing that Pilate suddenly wrote, and 
resolutely maintained what he had written, ‘‘ This is the King 
of the Jews.” (Matt. xxvil. 37.) That title on the cross did 
signify no less than that his regal power was active even there : 
for “‘ having spoiled principalities and powers, he made a show 
of them openly, triumphing over them in it;” (Col. ii. 15.) 
and ‘‘ through his death destroyed him that had the power of 
death, that is, the devil.” (Heb.ii. 14.) Nor was his death only 
necessary for the present execution, but also for the assecution 
of farther power and dominion, as the means and way to obtain 
it. The “Spirit of Christ” in the prophets of old “ testified 
beforehand the sufferings of Christ, and the glory that should 
follow.” (1 Pet. i..11.) ‘He shall drink of the brook in the 
way, (saith the prophet David, Psal. cx. 7.) therefore shall he 
lift up his head.” ‘* He humbled himself, and became obedient 
‘unto death, even the death of the cross. Wherefore God also 
hath highly exalted him, and given him a name which is above 
every name.” (Phil. 1. 8,9.) “For to this end Christ both 
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‘died and rose, and revived, that he might be the Lord of the 
dead and living.” (Rom. xiv. 9.) 

Thus it is necessary to believe and profess our faith in Christ 
who died: for by his blood and the virtue of his death was 
our redemption wrought, as by the price which was paid, as by 
the atonement which was made, as by the full satisfaction 
which was given, that God might be reconciled to us, who be- 
fore was offended with us, as by the ratification of the Covenant 
made between us, and the acquisition of full power to make it 
good unto us. 

After which exposition thus premised, every Christian is con- 
ceived to express thus much, when he makes profession of faith 
in Christ Jesus which was dead: I do really and truly assent 
unto this, as a most infallible and fundamental truth; That 
the only-begotten and eternal Son of God, for the working out 
of our redemption, did in our nature, which he took upon him, 
really and truly die, so as, by the force and violence of those 
torments which he felt, his soul was actually separated from 
his body; and although neither his soul nor body was separated 
from his Divinity, yet the body bereft of his soul was left with- 
out the least vitality. And thus I believe in Jesus Christ that 
was crucified and DEAD. 


And Buried. 


WHEN the most precious and immaculate soul of Christ was 
really separated from his flesh, and that union in which his 
natural life consisted was dissolved, his sacred body, as being 
truly dead, was laid up in the chambers of the grave: so that 
as we believe him dead, by the separation of his soul; we also 
believe him buried by the sepulture of his body. 

And because there is nothing mysterious or difficult in this 
part of the Article, it will be sufficiently explicated when we 
have shewn, first, That the promised Messias was to be buried; 
and secondly, That our Jesus was so buried as the Messias was 
to be. 

That the Messias was to be buried, could not possibly be 
denied by those who believed he was to die among the Jews ; 
because it was the universal custom of that nation to bury 
their dead.* We read most frequently of the sepulchres of 


* It is observed by Tacitus of the Jews, 


‘ were they more distinguished from the 
iN opposition to the Roman custom : 


Romans than from the Grecians, who 


* Corpora condere, quam cremare, e more 
/Egyptio.’ Hist. 1. v. c. 5. As of the 
Egyptians by others : @aqrouc: 38 Aiytar- 
Tio eV Fagryevovres, “Pwaior Se xatovres, 
Tlatoves Sé eg TAG Alieeves pimrouvres. Laert. 
Pyrrh. p. 258. But the Jews received 
this custom no more from the Egyptians 
than from the Persians, whom they may 
be rather said to follow, because they 
used not the Egyptian rapiyevors : neither 


also burned the bodies of the dead. 
AreAgusva, uate ra tO Tas Tapas, 6 meey 
“EAAny Exaucev’ 6 08 Téerng eOadev: 6 38 “Ivd0¢ 
Laro wepryesstr 6 SE TuvSng narecOier rapt- 
never 08 6 Alyiartiog. Lucian. wept mévSous, 
§.21. Although therefore it be not true, 
that the Jews received their custom of 
burying their dead from the Egyptians, 
because Abraham at first purchased a 
burying-place ; yet it hath been observed, 
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their fathers: and though those that were condemned by their 
supreme power were not buried in their fathers’ graves, yet 
public sepulchres there were appointed even for them to lie 
in; and not only they, but all the instruments which were used 
in the punishment, were buried with them. And yet besides 
the general consequence of death among the Jews, there was a 
perfect type in the person of Jonas: for as that prophet “ was 
three days and three nights in the whale’s belly ; so was the 
Messias, or the Son of man, to be three days and three nights 
in the heart of the earth.” (Matt. xii. 40.) 

Nor was his burial only represented typically but foretold 
prophetically, both by a suppositive intimation, and by an ex- 
press prediction. The Psalmist intimated and supposed no 
less, when speaking in the person of the Christ, he said, ‘‘ My 
flesh shall rest in hope, for thou wilt not leave my soul in hell, 
neither wilt. thou suffer thine Holy One to see corruption.” 
(Psal. xvi. 9, 10.) That flesh is there supposed only such, 
that is, a body dead ;* and that body resting in the grave, the 
common habitation of the dead; yet resting there in hope that 
it should never see corruption, but rise from thence before that 
time in which bodies in their graves are wont to putrefy. Be- 
side this intimation, there is yet a clear expression of the 
grave of the Messias in that eminent prediction of Isaiah, 
“ He was cut off out of the land of the living, and he made 
his grave with the wicked, and with the rich in his death.” 
(lili. 8, 9.) For whatsoever the true interpretation of the pro- 
phecy be (of which we shall speak hereafter), it is certain that 
he who was to be cut off, was to have a grave: and being we 
have already shewn that he who was to be cut off was the Mes- 
sias ; it followeth, that by virtue of this prediction the promised 
Messias was to be buried. 

Secondly, That our Jesus, whom we believe to be the true 
Messias, was thus buried, we shall also prove, although it seem 
repugnant to the manner of his death. For those who were 
sentenced by the Romans to die upon the cross, had not the 
favour of a sepulchre, but their bodies were exposed to the 
fowls of the air, and the beasts of the field ;+ or if they escaped 


and is certainly true, that their general 
custom was to inter. Philo, one of their 
writers : AvOgarrog xal macs xepralors olnesd- 
Tar h puoig ywplov aorevee yhv, od prdvov 
Cio, ArrAe nai amodavodow, ty h abrh ual vhy 
mewtny VmodEYNTAL yévEeriy, Kat THY Ex Tov Biov 
wereuTaiay dvadruow. 1.1. in Flaccwm, ad fin. 

* So the Midrash Tillim anciently ex- 
pounded it, My flesh shall rest in hope 
mn and after death; adding pny ‘ox 
nydim mas 12 wow xow W519 that Rabbi 
Isaac said, he taught by these words, that 
the moth and worm should have no power 
over him. Whence by the argument of 
ist. Peter, it must be understood not of 


David: for his flesh saw corruption ; nor 
of any other but the Messias. And al- 
though the Rabbins are wont to say, that 
the worms shall never eat the just, in op- 
position to the last words of Isaiah ; yet 
they must confess there is no difference 
in the grave: and therefore that worm 
must signify nothing else but the corrup- 
tion of the body. Well therefore are 
those words paraphrased by Didymus : 
"Er Edmids uarecunvwosy cape, Sid thy 
EvSEws Eromevny dvarracty. 

+ To this custom Horace alludes: 
‘Non hominem occidi. Non pasces in 

cruce corvos.’ LEpist. 16.1. i. ver. 48. 
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their voracity, to the longer injury of the air and weather.* A 
cuard was also usually set about them, lest any pitying hand 
should take the body from the accursed tree, and cover it with 


earth.+ 
And Juvenal : 


‘ Vultur, jumento et canibus crucibusque 
relictis, 

Ad feetus properat, partemque cadaveris 
affert.’ Sat. xiv. 77. 


So Prudentius : 


‘Crux illum tollat in auras, 
Viventesque oculos offerat alitibus.’ 


meet Step. Hymn. xi. 65. This punish- 
ment did appear in the mythology of 
Prometheus ; who though he were by 
some represented simply as Secuarng, by 
others particularly he is described as dyvs- 
oravempévec, especially by Lucian, who 
delivers him meocrndodmevoy, xpepadprevoy, 7p0- 
THATTAREUSAEVOY, AYATTALUPOUPLEVOY, ayaoKo- 
RomiCouevoyv. And Tertullian speaking of 
Pontus, from whence Marcion came : 
‘ Omnia torpent, omnia rigent : nihil illic 
nisi feritas calet, que fabulas scenis 
dedit, de sacrificiis Taurorum, et amori- 
bus Colchorum, et crucibus Caucasorum.’ 
Adv. Mare. |.i. c. 1. He touches the 
subject of three tragedies, Medea, Iphi- 
genia in Tauris, and Prometheus Vinctus, 
or rather Crucifixus. As therefore the 
eagle there did feed upon his liver, so 
were the bodies of crucified persons left 
to the promiscuous rapacity of carnivor- 
ous fowls. So true it was of them what 
Augustus once said: ‘Cuidam sepultu- 
ram petenti respondit, jam illam in volu- 
crum esse potestate.’ Suet. c. 13. Nor 
were they only in the power of the fowls 
of the air, as Prometheus was, whom 
they durst not hang too low, lest men 
should succour him: ote yae rasreviv nai 
mebryeroy Erraupacbas xe, says Vulcan in 


Lucian for that reason, c. 1. but ordina- 
rily they hung so low upon the cross, that 
the ravenous beasts might reach them, as 
Apuleius describes : ‘ Patibuli cruciatum, 
cum canes et vultures intima protrahunt 
viscera.’ de Aur. Asin. |. vi. ad fin. 


* So the bodies were often left upon 
the cross till the sun and rain had putre- 
fied and consumed them. As when the 
daughter of Polycrates did see her fa- 
ther’s face in a dream, to be washed by 
Jupiter, and to be anointed by the sun, 
when he hung upon the cross, it was per- 
formed. Toduxgarng S€ dvanpeprdprevos eme- 
Terce Tracay Thy dw Tho Suyaredsr AUTO 
[ev yae Umrd To Asds uwe Vos, exeiero dé dard 
TOU hAbov, avtele avrog Ex TOU cwpaTos inpd= 
de, Herod. Thalia, c. 1%5. Of which 
Tertullian, de Anim. c. 46. * Ut cum 
Polycrati Samio filia crucem prospicit de 
Solis unguine et lavacro Jovis.’ And 
which is farther thus expressed by Vale- 
rius Maximus: ‘ Putres ejus artus, et 
tabido cruore manantia membra, atque 
illam Jevam, cui Neptunus annulum 
manu piscatoris restituerat, situ marci- 
dam, Samos letis oculis aspexit.’ ]. vi. 
c. 9. Thus were the bodies of the cruci- 
fied left ; ‘ut in sublimi putrescerent. 
Quid? Cyreneum Theodorum Philoso- 
phum non ignobilem nonne miramur? 
cui cum Lysimachus Rex crucem mina- 
retur, Istis, queso, inquit, ista horribilia 
minitare purpuratis tuis: Theodori qui- 
dem nihil interest, humile an sublime 
putrescat.’ Cicero, ]. i. Tusc. Quest. c. 45. 
And so they perished, as the Scythians 
generally did, according to the descrip- 
tion of Silius Italicus, |. xiii. 485. 


‘ At gente in Scythica suffixa cadavera truncis 
Lenta dies sepelit, putri liquentia tabo.’ 


Thus whether by the fowls or beasts, or 
by the injury of time or weather, the flesh 
of those that were crucified was consumed ; 
as Artemidorus observed, who concluded 
from thence, that it was bad for the rich 
to dream of being crucified : Tovg 32 adou- 
cious BAderret’ yupevol yae oraupodvrat, nat 
TAS chexag aaroAdvouciy of TTavpwrévres. 
Oneirocr. 1. ii. c. 58. 

+ As appeareth by that relation in Pe- 
tronius Arbiter: ‘lmperator Provincie 
latrones jussit crucibus affigi—Proxima 
autem nocte, cum miles qui cruces as- 
servabat, ne quis ad sepulturam corpora 
detraheret,’ &c. And when that soldier 
was absent: ‘ Itaque cruciati unius pa- 


rentes, ut viderunt laxatam custodiam, 
detraxere nocte pendentem, supremoque 
mandaverunt officio.’ Satyr.c.111. Where 
we see the soldier set for a guard, and 
the end of that custodia (which the Greek 
lexicographers do not well confine to the 
oreareuua TH Serumrnpin emineinevoy), to 
keep the body of him which was crucified 
from being buried by his friends. Thus 
when Cleomenes was dead, his body was 
fastened to a cross (another example of 
the ignominy of this punishment), by the 
command of Ptolemy ; ‘0 3¢ MroAguaiog, 
ws Eym ralta, meoctrate, To mey THOma 
TOU KAgorévoug xeeuaras uaraBupcacavrac. 
Where xguacas is again to be observed 
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’ Under that custom of the Roman law was now the body of 
our Saviour on the cross, and the guard was set: there was 
“the centurion and they that were with him, watching Jesus.” 
(Matt. xxvii. 54.) The centurion returned as soon as Christ 
was dead, and gave testimony unto Pilate of his death; but 
the watch continueth still. How then can the ancient predic- 
tions be fulfilled? How can this Jonas be conveyed into the 
belly of the whale ? Where shall “ he make his grave with the 
wicked, or with the rich, in his death” (Isa. liii. 9.) of cruci- 
fixion? By the providence of him who did foretell’ it, it shall 
be fulfilled. They who petitioned that he might be crucified, 
shall intercede that he may be interred. For the custom of the 
Jews required, that whosoever suffered by the sentence of their 
law, should be buried, and, that the same day he suffered.* 
Particularly they could not but remember the express words 
of Moses, “ If a man have committed a sin worthy of death, 
and he be put to death, and thou hang him ona tree; his body 
shall not remain all night upon the tree, but thou shalt in any 
wise bury him that day.” (Deut. xxi. 22, 23.) Upon this ge- 
neral custom and particular law, especially considering the 
sanctity of the day approaching, “ the Jews, that the bodies 
should not remain upon the cross on the sabbath-day, besought 
Pilate that their legs might be broken, and that they might be 
taken away.” (John xix. 31.) And this is the first step to the 
burial of our Saviour. 

For though by the common rule of the Roman law, those 
that were condemned to the cross were to lose both soul and 
body on the tree, as not being permitted either sepulchre or 
mourning ;+ yet it was in the power of the magistrate to in- 
dulge the leave of burial :{ and therefore Pilate, who crucified 
Christ because the Jews desired it, could not possibly deny 


as taken for dvacravedoat, for not long 
after in the same author it follows : ‘Oai- 
yas SE Urregoy heeEpac, of TO cara TOU KAgo- 
fAévous averraupwmeevoey WapapuraTrovres eL0ay 
evaceyeOn Spduovra TH nEduAn wEpiwemAEypeevoV, 
wal awoneumrovTa To MerwIroy, ac pandev 
deveoy Epimrarbar cagnopayov. Plutarch. in 
vit. Cleom. c. 38. Where we see a guard 
set to keep him from burial, and the vo- 
tacious fowls ready to seize on him, had 
they not been kept off by a serpent in- 
volving his head. Thus were soldiers, 
upon the crucifixion of any person set as 
a guard, tiv dverravpmprtvoy magapvaat- 
TovTs¢, OF TNLOVVTES, ‘et crucem asservantes, 
viz. ne quis ad sepulturam corpus de- 
traheret.’ 


amas oD AX apo mwy myn * 

pyar ora Maimon. Tract. Sanhed. c. 15. 
So Josephus: Toradrny ‘lovdainv wepl ras 
Tapas aredvorey MTOLOUpAtVON, BOTE nal TOUS Ex 
xaradbang avarraupoupeévoug mpo SdvavTos hAlov 


adversity té xat Sarre. De Bell. Jud. 1. ive 
c. 18. 

+ ‘ Non solent autem lugeri (ut Nera- 
tius ait) hostes, vel perduelliones dam- 
nati, nec suspendiosi, nec qui manus sibi 
intulerunt, non tedio vite, sed mala con- 
scientia.’ Digest. 1. iii. tit. 2. 1. Liberorum. 

¢ So Ulpianus, 1. ix. de Officio Procon- 
sulis: ‘Corpora eorum qui capite dam- 
nantur cognatis ipsorum neganda non 
sunt: et id se observasse etiam Divus 
Augustinus libro decimo de vita sua 
scribit. Hodie autem eorum in quos ani- 
madvertitur corpora non aliter sepeli- 
untur, quam si fuerit petitum et permis- 
sum; et nornunquam non permittitur, 
maxime majestatis causa damnatorum.’ 
So Paulus, 1. i. Sententiarum: ‘ Corpora 
animadversorum quibuslibet petentibus 
ad sepulturam danda sunt. Obnoxios 
criminum digno supplicio subjectos sepul- 
ture tradi non vetamus,’ Cod. 1. iil. tit. 45. 
Wat, 
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him burial when they requested it; he that professed to find 
no fault in him while he lived, could make no pretence for an 
accession of cruelty after his death. 

Now though the Jews had obtained their request of Pilate, 
though Christ had been thereby certainly buried ; yet had not 
the prediction been fulfilled, which expressly mentioned “ the 
rich in his death.” For, as he was crucified between two 
thieves, so had he been buried with them, because by the 
Jews there was appointed a public place of burial for all such 
as suffered as malefactors. 

Wherefore to rescue the body of our blessed Saviour from 
the malicious hands of those who caused his crucifixion, 
“there came a rich man of Arimathea, named Joseph, an 
honourable counsellor, a good man and a just; who also him- 
self waited for the kingdom of God, being a disciple of Jesus, 
but secretly for fear of the Jews: thas Joseph came and went 
in boldly unto Pilate, and besought ham that he might take 
away the body of Jesus. And Pilate gave him leave, and 
commanded the body to be delivered: he came, therefore, and 
took the body of Jesus.” (Matt. xxvii. Mark xv. Luke xxiii. 
John xix.) 

Beside, “‘ there came also Nicodemus, which at the first 
_came to Jesus by night, a man of the Pharisees, a ruler of the 
Jews, a master of Israel :” this Nicodemus came “and brought 
a mixture of myrrh and aloes, about a hundred pound weight. 
Then took they the body of Jesus, and wound it in linen 
clothes, with the spices, as the manner of the Jews is to bury.” 
(John i. 1. 10. xix. 39, 40.) 

And thus was the burial of the Son of God performed, ac- 
cording to the custom of the people of God. For the under- 
standing of which there are three things considerable ; first, 
What was done to the body, to prepare it for the grave; se- 
condly, How the sepulchre was prepared to receive the body ; 
thirdly, How the persons were fitted by the interring of our 
Saviour to fulfil the prophecy. : 

As for fulfilling the custom of the Jews as to the prepara- 
tion in respect of his body, we find the spices and the lanen 
clothes. When ‘ there came a woman having an alabaster box 
of ointment of spikenard, very precious, and she brake the box, 
and poured it on his head ;” Christ made this interpretation of 
that action, “ She is come beforehand to anoint my body to 
the burying.” (Mark xiv. 3. 8.) When Christ was risen, 
‘“* Mary Magdalene and the other Mary brought the. ‘spices 
which they had prepared, that they might come and anoint 
him.” (Mark xvi. 1. Luke xxiv. 1.) Thus was there an inter- 
preted and an intended unction of our Saviour, but really and 
actually he was interred with the spices which Nicodemus 
brought. The custom of wrapping in the clothes we see in 
Lazarus rising from the grave; for “he came forth bound 


334 


ARTICLE IV. 


hand and foot, with grave-clothes, and his face was bound 
about with a napkin,” (John xi. 44.) In the same manner 
when our Saviour was risen, “Simon Peter went into the se- 
pulchre, and saw the linen clothes lie, and the napkin that was 
about his head, not lying with the linen clothes, but wrapped 


together in a place by itself.” (John. xx. 6, 7.) 


Thus, accord- 


ing to the custom of the Jews, was the body of Christ bound 
in several linen clothes with an aromatical composition, and so 


prepared for the sepulchre.* 


* There are four words in the Gospel 
expressing the linen clothes in which the 
dead were buried, 2wdav, cboviea, xeseias, 
and covdégiov. The side is used by three 
evangelists, as what was brought by Jo- 
seph: Kal dyogdoag owdova, xal xaderav 
auroy, éveiance 77 owdove, Mark xv. 46. and 
St. Matthew xxvii. 59. and St. Luke 
xxii. 53. éverdarzey avrd cour. "OOdna is 
used by St. John xix. 40. "EAaBov ody +6 
Chae “Inco, nat Zncay airs oBoviotg. Now 
both these words shew that the clothes 
were linen. wav, tunica linea. Gloss. 
Swocavov, Awouv Ts, Aro owdoyiov. Etym. So 
*OSdua, Awa iudtia. Hesych. This was 
according to the custom of the Jews, 
amongst whom there was a kind of law, 
that they should use no other grave- 
clothes. As therefore the Egyptians in 
Herodotus, |. ii. c. 86. Asvoavres Tov vexpoy, 
HaTENocOUTL Way altro 7d cHua ciwddvos 
Buecivng, so the Jews. But it is farther 
to be observed, that St. John saith gducay 
airs cSovios, they bound up his body with 
several clothes, which signifies it was 
done fasciatim. As Herodotus in ano- 
ther case, J. vil.c. 181. Suveuncl re iapeevos 
To Ansa, ual civdévog Burcivng TeAaacs Ha- 
retaiccovtec. Whereas then Julius Pollux 
observes, Onomast. |. vii. c. 16. elenras oe 
gov nat reAapaw owovitng, | conceive these 
é9éue in St. John were such terapaves 
cwWovirat, linee fascie, or instite, called 
in the case of Lazarus xe:pias, John xi. 44. 
for as he is described Seteneévog weipiasc, SO 
it is said of the body of Christ, éncay 
ard dSoviess, they Lound it with linen ban- 
dages or swathes. These are the évragia 
deca, as the grammarians interpret xergla 


tanquam xnpia. So the ancient MS. in 
the library at St. James’s reads it: Agde- 
prtvos Tag KEieaG Kal Todo méda¢ unpiaic, And 
so Hesychius reads it when he made that 
interpretation. Ketgiasg (leg. Knebats) éarc- 
Gavaria evreruraryyéva. What anciently 
xnpia was, will appear by the words of 
Julius Pollux, |]. x.c.7. Kat pny roye vn 
xAln h TG cuipemods Evrerapeévoy, wo pepe Ta 
TAA, THaApTia, cwdeTA, roves, netpia* the 
bands or cords by which the beds or 
couches are fastened, and upon which the 
bedding lies. In this sense it is to be 
taken in that known place of Aristo- 
phanes, in Avibus, ver. 815. 
Zmaprav ye av Oeluny Eya rn’ eH mors, 
Odd av Yapevvn, wavvye nErglay EX wy. 
Of which Eustathius, Iliad. @’. gives us 
this account: nat jun ay SenSivar coaerns, 
xeveiay Exo nro pan Senivas ooraprivov 
THEY [AATOS, EAY AAANY Eno RELelaV, ror DET ELOV . 
xing. Hence the grammarians give that 
interpretation of Keii2. As Etymologus : 
Kewpla, onpectver 70 oryosviov 70 dermeevoy iv 
xaimny’ in reference to that place of Ari- 
stophanes, otherwise it hath no relation to 
a bed, but indifferently signifieth any 


fascia or band. So the scholiast of Ari- 


stophanes: “H 3€ xetgia efdog Cavng Ex oR 
vio Tageornos iudyTs, n dermoves Tag HAIvac® 
not the cord of a bed, but a fascia or gir- 
dle like unto it. With such linen fascia, 
swathes, or bandages, was the body of 
Lazarus involved. 
"Ex mod0g ayes HaghvoU 

IHiyyiuevev wrentnow dArov Séuag etxe 

td 
REPELALS, 

says Nonnus, c. xi. 169. And Juvencus, 
1. ii. 397. 


Nec mora, connexis manibus pedibusque repente 
Procedit tumulo, vultum cui linea texit, 
Et totum gracilis connectit fascia corpus. 


Hence Basil, bishop of Seleucia, makes 
Lazarus come out of the grave to live like 
an infant in swaddling-clothes: “Exetev 
dvemnda vexeds TeTeahecos Ta TOU Savd-rov 
mmeginelsevos TUuCoAa* wal Tov Oavaroy daro- 
Sucdprevos, Thy TOU Tapou TONY OUHHAAALATO, 
GAN éploraro Tats KEIgiats wg EX Tepou TEX - 
Selo, ual pera Tony pigov Ta cordeyava. 


Orat. 35. in Publican. et Pharis. The 


xeselas then were instite, as the Vulgar 
Latin ; fascie, as Juvencus and the Syriac 
translation, NM*PD3I DK, vinctus fasciis. 
Of the same nature I conceive were the 
696vsa mentioned in our Saviour’s burial ; 
and so St. Augustin does express them in 
reconciling the rest of the evangelists, 
who mentioned only Joseph and the Sin- 
don, with St. John, who addeth Nicode- 
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As for the preparation of the sepulchre to receive the body 
of our Saviour, the custom of the Jews was also punctually 
observed in that. Joseph of Arimathea had prepared a place 
of burial for himself, and the manner of it is expressed: for 
“‘in the place where he was crucified, there was a garden, and 
in the garden a new sepulchre, wherein never man was laid, 
which Joseph had hewn out of a rock for his own tomb: there 
laid they Jesus, and rolled a great stone to the door of the 
sepulchre.” (Matt. xxvii. Mark xv.) And so Christ was buried, 
after the manner of the Jews, in a vault made by the excava- 
tion of the rocky firm part of the earth, and that vault secured 
from external injury by a great massy stone rolled to the 
mouth or door thereof.* After which stone was once rolled 


mus and the d@éva: ‘ Neque hic aliquid 
repugnet recte intelligentibus. Neque 
enim illi qui de Nicodemo tacuerunt, af- 
firmaverunt, a solo Josepho Dominum 
sepultum, quamvis solius commemora- 
tionem fecerint ; aut quia illi una sindone 
a Josepho involutum dixerunt, propterea 
prohibuerunt intelligi et alia lintea po- 
tuisse afferri a Nicodemo et superaddi : 
ut verum narraret Johannes quod non uno 
linteo, sed linteis, involutus sit; quamvis 
et propter sudarium quod capiti adhibe- 
batur, et institas quibus totum corpus al- 
ligatum est, quia omnia de lino erant, 
etiamsi una sindon ibi fuit, verissime dici 
potuit, ligaverunt eum linteis.’ De con- 
sensu Evang. 1. iii, c. 23. These which he 
calls instite quibus totum corpus alligatum 
est, were the Man ‘DDN involucra mortui. 
Beside these we read in the history of 
Lazarus, i thug aired covdagiw megiedédero, 
John xi. 44... And of our Saviour, xa? +d 
couddprov, 0 hy Emt rig KEparns adrov, John 
xx. 7. The same is rendered by the Sy- 
riac XID, and Nonnus makes it a Syriac 
word, 
Kal Awéw meminaro xaArvumatt xuKddda 
xderny, 
Louddpioy +O wee eiwe SUpaw ord. 
Cex. 172. 
Whereas the word is not of a Syriac but 
Latin origination ; and from the Latins 
came to the Greek and eastern people, 
sudor and sudure, from thence sudarium. 
‘ Vatinius reus, agente in eum Calvo, su- 
dario candido frontem detersit.’ Quintil. 
Instit. Orat. 1. vi. c. 3. §. 60. Suetonius 
of Nero: ‘ Plerumque prodiit in publicum 
ligato circa collum sudario.’ c. 53. This 
was translated into their own language 
by the latter Greeks, to signify that which 
before was called nyurvBiov and xadidpa- 
voy, a3 is observed by Julius Pollux, 1. vii, 
C. 16. To dé ipitiBiov, ors prev nal rodro 
Alyvmrioy, ein 3¢ av xara 7O ev TH parton Ko 
pew@dia naridparioy Harovmrevoy, 0 vo¥ couddptoy 


Gvopecdevar, “Agioropavesr yag év IlAorw 
(v. 729.) roadrn rig n ddEa, 

"Eqreira xabagey nusrtipio AaBar, 

Ta Brtpaga megsence: 

where 7& Paépaex qwepiédnce, is the same 
with that in Quintilian, frontem detersit ; 
iyattuBioy then was the same with suda- 
rium. So the scholiast upon this place: 
“HyrriBrov panog hyrrrer Bec Atvody 4, oiov Expect 
yeiov. This is the proper signification of 
Zovdagiov, viz. a linen cloth used to wipe off 
sweat: but when it was translated into 
the Chaldee or Syriac language, it re- 
ceived a more general signification, of any 
cloth, or veil, or covering of linen, for any 
other use, as Ruth iii, 15. ‘‘ Bring the 
veil that thou hast upon thee :” the 
Chaldee rendereth it p>y ‘| NID jan 
and it held six measures of barley. So 
when Moses is said to ‘‘ put a veil on his 
face,” Exod. xxxiv. 33. the Chaldee 
again rendereth it maya PRP R Sy any 
TD DIX So the Rabbins ordinarily 
use, Tw" Sy NID the veil or covering of 
his head: and in that sense it is here 
taken, not with any relation to the ety- 
mology, as Nonnus conceived in those 
words, c. xi. 171. 
Oegueoy Exav Wedra uadrverropeevos meorwmrou, 
as if Lazarus had come sweating out 
of his grave ; but the only use, is being 
bound about the head, and covering the 
face, which the Epistle of Martialis calls 
*sudarium mortuorum.’ LEpist. ad Tolo- 
san. c. 1. 

* Strabo observeth of Jerusalem, that 
the ground about it, vrs éZhxovra cradion 
was oo mereac, for nine miles rocky under- 
neath, 1. xvi. p. 1104. ed. Amst. 1707. p. 
761. ed. Par. 1620. It is therefore no 
wonder that in a garden so near Jerusa- 
lem there should be found ground which 
was petrosa. It is said therefore of Joseph, 
Matt. xxvii. 60. that peynpstov eAatopuncey 
éy +h wérex* of the sepulchre, Mark xv. 46. 
that jv AsAaropenrtvoy éx wéreac, and Luke 


036 


eh 


ARTICLE IV. 


thither, the whole funeral action was performed, and the sepul- 
ture completed: so that it was not lawful by the custom of the 
Jews any more to open the sepulchre, or disturb the interred 


body.* 


Thirdly, Two eminent persons did concur unto the burial 
of our Saviour, a ruler and a counsellor,+ men of those orders. 


Xxlil. 53. AaZevrov, which signify no less 
than that it was cut out of a rock: and 
Nonnus makes a particular paraphrase to 
that purpose of Aagevrdy only, c. xx. 214. 
"Envy ey yeirove xnorw 

TipeBos ddmpnroro Badvvortvng amrd wéreng 

TAur7rog GA0g vEdTEUKRTOS. 
Where BaSuvoévn signifies the excavation 
of the rock, and yauwrds the manner by 
which that excavation was performed by 
incision, or exsculption. But Salmasius 
hath invented another way, making the 
earth to be digged, and a sepulchre built 
by art, of stone, within it. And this in- 
terpretation he endeavours to prove out 
of the text; first alleging that wérea sig- 
nifies, in the writers of that age, a stone, 


not a rock, and therefore Asraropenpeévoy Ex 


merpacis éx rAiGov, made of stone : otherwise 
the article would have been added éx rii¢ 
méreac, if he meant the rock which was 
there. But this is soon answered ; for in 
St. Matthew the article is expressly add- 
ed, édarduncev ev rh wétea. St. Matthew 


therefore understood it of that rock which ‘ 


was in the garden; and the rest without 
question understood the same. Again, he 
objects that Awrousiy signifies not only 
lapides ex lapicidina cedere, but also polire 
et quadrare ad edificandum; and Aagevew 
signifies the Iast only. Wherefore being 
it is said not only Asdarounévov, which 
may be understood of building, but also 
Aageurov, which can be’ understood of no 
other ; therefore he concludes that it was 
a vault built of square stone within the 
ground. But there is no necessity of such 
a precise sense of AaZevev, which may be 
extended to any sense of Aaroxzsty, (as Ori- 


gen indifferently Aeroyntoy 4 AaLeuroy prvn=: 


pesioy év grérea, c. Cels. |. ii. §. 69.), and 
that, when it speaks of a Jewish custom, 
must be taken in that sense which is 
most congruious to their custom, and as 
they used the word. Now they rendered 
the word ayn by Aaroueiy, as 1 Kings v. 
15. 99 ayn Aarduoy év rw dee. Isa. li. 1. 
pMayn wy >R wan eeBaébare sig iv 
oTECEAY TET PAY HY EAATONCATE, UNE EXCISL. 
As therefore Deut. vi. 11. Adunoug Aedaro- 
penpatvous od¢ ovu eLerarouncas. So Isa. xxil. 
26. “Ort trarouncas ceavTad ade pavnpatiov, 
xa Eypabag ceaure ev werpa cunynv: in both 
places Aaropety is nothing else but 2xn, 
and.there psmuciov AsAaropemeévovy, in the 
language of the Jews, is to be taken in 


the same sense with Aduxos Acha-ropentetvoc, 
that is, digged or hewn out of the grownd. 
This is well expressed by Origen : ‘H raga 
exer thy xabapornra Sa To cunGorArxoD 
Snroupeévny ty 7H amrorebeic da aired 7d capa 
ev pevnasio Kawa UperTars’ ob Ex Aoydday 
‘ABwy oinodomndévrr, nal viv Evwowy ob duoiniy 
EXovrt, GAN ev pai Kal By Creo hvooeévn orérpa 
Aaroentn xat Aageven. |. ii. adv. Celsum, §. 
69. And this cutting the sepulchre out of 
the rock, rather than building it in the 
earth, is very material in the opinion of 
St. Jerome, who makes this observation, 
Comm. on Matt. xxvii. 64. ‘ In monumen- 
to novo, quod excisum fuerat in Petra, 
conditus est: ne siex multis lapidibus 
eedificatum esset, suffossis tumuli funda- 
mentis, ablatus furto diceretur:’ and 
gives this interpretation of the prophet 
Isaiah : ‘Quod autem in sepulcro ponen- 

dus esset, Prophete testimonium est, di- 

centis, Hic habitabit in excisa spelunca 
petre fortissime, statimque post duos ver- 
siculos sequitur, Regem cum gloria videbi- 

tis.’ Ibid. Another use of the same sup- 

position is made likewise by St. Ambrose: 

‘Domini corpus tanquam per Apostolo- 
rum doctrinam infertur in vacuam et in 
novam requiem lapidis excisi ; scilicet in 

pectus duritie gentilis quodam doctrine 
opere excisum Christus infertur, rude 
scilicet ac novum, et nullo antea ingressu. 
timoris Dei pervium.’ -In Matt. c. xxvii. 

Thus was the sepulchre prepared for the 
body: and when Joseph had laid it there, 
meorendMce Aidov peyav meds tiv Oveav, he 
rolleda great stone to the door, the last part 
of that solemnity. Matt. xxvii. 60. For 
this great stone was said to be rolled, 
by reason of the bigness, as being not 
portable, (from whence arose the we- 
men’s doubt, Mark xvi. 3. “ Who shall 
roll us away the stone from the sepul-. 
chre?”’) and that very properly, for it had 
its name from that rolling, being called 
constantly by the Jews, 9513 or x7903, from 
55) volvere. DMAMDW NANDA JAX oan 
>Jaxrn mx wb5y yon mdbynoa apn bm. 
Obadias de Bartenora. 

* This hath been observed by the Jews 
themselves, OnNDIW NX IPN MND VN 
Svan it is prohibited for any man to open 
the sepulchre, after it is shut with the rolled 
stone. 

t So they are styled in the Scriptures, 
Joseph Povrcuris, and Nicodemus 4px, 
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among the Jews as were of greatest authority with the people ; 
Joseph of Arimathea, rich and honourable, and yet inferior 
to Nicodemus, one of the great Council of the Sanhedrim: 
these two, though fearful while he lived to acknowledge him, 
are brought by the hand of Providence to inter him; that so 
the prediction might be fulfilled which was delivered by Isaiah 
to this purpose. The counsel of his enemies, the design of the 
Jews, “made his grave with the wicked,” (Isa. hii. 9.) that 
he might be buried with them which were crucified with him : 
but ‘‘ because he hath done no violence, neither was any deceit 
within his mouth ;” (Ibid.) because he was no ways guilty of 
those crimes for which they justly suffered; that there might 
be a difference after their death, though there appeared little 
distinctionin it; the counsel of his Father, the design of Heaven, 
put him “with the rich in his death,” (Ibid.) and caused a 
counsellor and a ruler of the Jews to bury him. 

The necessity of this part of the Article appeareth, first, in 
that it gives a testimony and assurance of the truth both of 
Christ’s death preceding, and of his resurrection following. 
Men are not put into the earth before they die : Pilate was very 
inquisitive whether our Saviour ‘“ had been any while dead,” 
and was fully satisfied by the centurion, before he would “ give 
the body to Joseph” to be interred. (Mark xv. 44,45.) Men 
cannot be said to rise who never died ; nor can there be a true 
resurrection, where there hath not been a true dissolution. 
That therefore we might believe Christ truly rose from the 
dead, we must be first assured that he died; and a greater 
assurance of his death than this we cannot have, that his body 
was delivered by his enemies from the cross, and laid by his 
disciples in the grave. 

Secondly, A profession to believe that Christ was buried is 
necessary, to work within us a correspondence and similitude 
of his burial : For we are “ buried with him in baptism,” (Col. 
il. 12.) even “ buried with him in baptism unto death; that 
like as Christ was raised up from the dead by the glory of the 
Father ; even so we also should walk in newness of life.” (Rom. 
vi. 4.) That nothing may be done or suffered by our Saviour 
in these great transactions of the Mediator, but may be acted 
in our souls, and represented in our spirits.* 


and these two powers ruled all them at 
Jerusalem under the Romans. As ap- 
peared when Agrippa prevented a war by 
the sudden raising of a tax: Ei¢ 08 rae 
xayrag of re dpyovres ual of Bovreural mecir- 
Bevres pogous cuvérgyov. Joseph. de Bell. Jud. 
l..ii., ¢. 29. 

* « Quicquid gestum estin cruce Christi, 
in sepultura, in resurrectione tertio die, 
in adscensione in celum, et in sede ad 
dexteram Patris ; ita gestum est, ut his 
rebus non mystice tantum dictis, sed 
etiam gestis, configuraretur vita Chris- 


tiana que hic geritur. Nam propter ejus 
crucem dictum est, Qui autem Jesu Christi 
sunt, carnem suam crucifixerunt cum passi- 
onibus et concupiscentiis : propter sepultu- 
ram, Consepulti sumus Christo per baptis- 
mum in mortem: propter resurrectionem, 
Ut quemadmodum Christus resurrexit a 
mortuis per gloriam Patris, ita et nos in 
novitate vite ambulemus: propter adscen- 
sionem in ccelum, sedemque ad dexteram 
Patris, Si autem resurrexistis cum Christo, 
que sursum sunt querite, ubi Christus est 
ad dexteram Dei sedens.’ S. August. En- 
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Thirdly, It was most convenient that those pious solemnities 
should be performed on the body of our Saviour, that his dis- 
ciples might for ever learn what honour was fit to be received 
and given at their funerals. When Ananias died, though for his 
sin, yet they “wound him up, and carried him out, and buried 
him :” (Acts v.6.) when Stephen was stoned, “ devout men 
carried him to his burial, and made great lamentation over 
him :” (Acts vil. 2.) and when Dorcas died, they ‘ washed 
her, and laid her in an upper chamber:” (Acts ix. 37.) so 
careful were the primitive Christians of the rites of burial, 
Before, and at our Saviour’s time, the Greeks did much, the 
Romans more, use the burning of the bodies of the dead, and 
reserved only their ashes in their urns; but when Christianity 
began to increase, the funeral flames did cease, and after a few 
emperors had received baptism, there was not a body burnt in 
all the Roman empire.* For the first Christians wholly ab- 
stained from consuming the dead bodies with fire, and followed 
the example of our Saviour’s funeral,} making use of precious 
ointments for the dead, which they refused while they lived, 
and spending the spices of Arabia in their graves. The de- 
scription of the persons who interred Christ, and the enumera- 
tion of their virtues, and the everlasting commendation of her 
who brake the box of precious ointment for his burial, have 


/ 

chirid. ad Laur. c. 53.§. 14. And this 
was before observed by Origen, |. ii, adv. 
Cels. §. 69. Ta cup BeCnnivas avayeyentmrtve 
7@ "Incod ob tv Winn rH réEer nal rn lorogle 
Thy Waray Eye Sewpiay rig aAnOelag. “Exaoroy 
yie avray rar cUMPoAW TiVOG Elvat Mapa ToLG 
cwverareeoy eytuyxavouet TH yeadn drrodeinvu- 
Tat. “NQom@ee ovv 1d cravpwOnvas abrov Exe 
viv Ondroupctyny adrnberay ty TH* Xeirto cvvee 
oravpapras Kate onpecrwvorrtve Ex Tove “Exeot 
d8 en yévorro navyacbas ef an by 7H craved 
Tov Kuplou nav “Incod Xgiorod: &° av Eeot 
KOT pL0g ErTatpwrat, Xdyao TH ndoprw. nal 6 
Gdvaros adrov dvayuatos, Sia O° “O yae amré- 
Oavey duaetia amidavey Eparak: ual die +d 
AEyew Tuparoepovpmevos TH Oavarw avrov: nas 
To Ei yde cuvamedavoev, nat cuhoopeer. 
oTw nat h raph abtov praves emt Tog cupe~ 
Loepoug TH Gaver avrod, nat ToUs TUTTeUpoI- 
Gevras avTa ual cwamoduvovras, Had ual Ta) 
Tlataw AgrAeuTat TO Sweradnuey yae avrw 
Od rot Ramricparos, nal covaverrnrey Avra. 

* This appeareth by Macrobius, who 
lived in the time of Theodosius junior, and 
testifieth thus much: ‘ Licet urendi cor- 
pora defunctorum usus nostro seculo nul- 
lus sit, lectio tamen docet, eo tempore 
quo igni dari honor mortuis habebatur.’ 
Saturnal. |. vii. c. 7. That this was done 
by the Christians is certain, because the 
heathens anciently did object it to the 
Christians: ‘Inde videlicet et exsecran- 
tur rogos, et damnant ignium sepulturas.’ 
And the answer given to this was: ‘ Nec, 


ut creditis, ullum damnum sepultura 
timemus, sed veterem et meliorem 
consuetudinem humandi frequentamus.’ 
Minut. Fel. in Octavio, c. 11. and 54. 
And Tertullian : ‘ Et hoc etiam in opinione 
quorundam est; propterea nec ignibus 
funerandum aiunt, parcentes superfluo 
anime. Alia est autem ratio pietatis 
istius, non reliquiis anime adulatrix, sed 
crudelitatis etiam corporis nomine aversa- 
trix, quod et ipsum homo non utique me- 
reatur penali exitu impendi.’ De Anima, 
c. 51. «At ego magis ridebo vulgus, tunc 
quoque, cum ipsos defunctos atrocissime 
exurit, quos postmodum gulosissime nutrit, 
iisdem ignibus et promerens et offendens. 
O pietatem de crudelitate ludentem! sa- 
crificet, an insultet, cum crematis cremat ?” 
Idem de Resur. Carn. c. 1. 

t The heathens objected it to the pri- 
mitive Christians: ‘ Reservatis unguenta 
funeribus.’ Minutius Fel. c.12. And TVer- 
tullian confesseth it: ‘Thura plane non 
emimus. Si Arabie queruntur, sciant 
Sabei pluris et cariores suas merces 
Christianis sepeliendis profligari, quam 
Diis fumigandis.’ Apol.c. 42. And speak- 
ing of spices, lib. de Idololat. c. 11. ‘ Etiam 
hominibus ad pigmenta medicinalia, no- 
bis quoque insuper ad solatia sepultura 
usui sunt.” So Clemens Alex. MupiGovras 
of yae vexpolt and again: Ai yap bréeuereo 
xploeig rav podoow undelac, od sumbidoews 
amonveourw. Pedag. |. ii. c. 8. 
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been thought sufficient grounds and encouragements for the 
careful and decent sepulture of Christians.* For as natural 
reason will teach us to give some kind of respect unto the 
bodies of men though dead, in reference to the souls which 
formerly inhabited them ;+ so, and much more, the followers 
of our Saviour, while they looked upon our bodies as livin 

“temples of the Holy Ghost,” (1 Cor. vi. 19.) and “bought” 
by Christ, (2 Pet. ii. 1.) to be made one day “like unto his 
glorious body,” (Phil. iii. 21.) they thought them no ways to 
be neglected after death,{ but carefully to be laid up in the 
wardrobe of the grave, with such due respect as might become 
the honour of the dead, and comfort ‘of the living. And the 
decent custom of the primitive Christians was so acceptable 
unto God, that by his providence it proved most effectual in 
the conversion of the heathens and propagation of the Gospel.§ 


* «Tpse Dominus die tertio resurrec- _—_ Civitate Dei, 1. i. c. 13. 
turus religiose mulieris bonum opus pra- + ObDdév 82 Avore? heedig, oddE TO bmwd “Hea- 
dicat, predicandumque commendat, quod —#Agirou Aeyopuevov, Saree KEAcos, wagetAndey, O76 
unguentum pretiosum super membra ejus _—_vénvég ios nomplwv ExBanroreeos, uatrorye elmoc 
effuderit, atque hoc ad eum sepeliendum ig ay xal meh rodrou, Ott Ta pesy xoweLe 
fecerit. Et laudabiliter commemorantur éxCantd Ecc, of 8 && avOpworav véxveg, die 
in Evangelio, qui corpus ejus de cruce tiv évouhoacay Luxiv, ual drove bay 7 a- 
acceptum diligenter atque honorifice te-  sveoTipa, ode ExPrnro1, Kata yap Tovs do-res- 
gendum sepeliendumque curarunt. Verum or égoug Tav vopmv, pxeTe Tho EvdEexoneevng wo 
iste auctoritates non hocadmonent, quod = wg0g 7a Toadra rine, Taphs dLiodras ive pati 
insit ullus cadaveribus sensus: sed ad  iBelCepesv rH Suvapeet viv evorxnoacay puxnv 
Dei providentiam, cui placent etiam talia = a&moppimrrotvres, era +d tLendely airiv, +6 
pietatis officia, corpora quoque mortuorum CHA, WS Xal Ta TOV UTHVeY THAT. Orig. 
pertinere significant, propter fidem resur- adv. Celsum, 1. v. §. 24. 
rectionis adstruendam.’ S. August. de 


—— Neueccapmai ye pty ovdey 

Kaalew, Oo xe Sdynos Beorav nal morpeov Erion. 

Tod76 wy mat yégac oiov ai€uecios Bporoict, 

KeleacSal re nénv, Bartew, + dard ddneu wacerav.—Odyss. A. 195. 

¢ ‘Nec ideo tamen contemnenda et ter patrem militiam Christi deseram, cui 
abjicienda sunt corpora defunctorum, sepulturam Christicausa non debeo, quam 
maximeque justorum atque fidelium, qui- etiam omnibus ejus causa debeo?’ S. 
bus tanquam organis et vasis ad omnia Hieron. Epist, 5. al. 1. ad Heliodorum, de 
bona opera sanctus usus est Spiritus. Si Laud. Vit, Sol. c. 3. 
enim paterna vestis et annulus, ac si quid § This was observed by Julian the 
hujusmodi tanto cariusest posteris, quan- apostate, who, writing to an idolatrous 
to erga parentes major exstitit affectus; high-priest, puts him in mind of those 
nullo modo ipsa spernenda sunt corpora, things by which he thought the Chris- 
que utique multo familiarius atque con- _tians gained upon the world, and recom- 
junctius quam quelibet indumenta ges- mends them to the practice of the heathen 
tamus. Hec enim non ad ornamentum priests. Of these he reckons three ; the 
vel adjutorium, quod adhibetur extrinse- gravity of their carriage, their kindness 
cus, sed ad ipsam naturam hominis, per- _ to strangers, and their care for the burial 
tinent.” 8. August. de Civit. Dei, 1. i.c. of the dead. Ti obv hyeete oldueda tata 
13. Tatra rerécag 6 isedpync, aaroridncw  deueiv, odd’ daroCrémopsev 0 adiora tiv aOed- 
ev olkw Tieiw +O caipen preO Erécow duorayav tira (so he calls Christianity, because 
tepavompedrov. Eiyae tv buyn nat camars they rejected all the heathen gods) cuvn- 
tiv Seopirn Cory 6 xexouantcdvos BBiw, vipsov Encev, h wept rovg Lévoug piravOewaria, nai meet 
EoTat ETH THE bolas puts nal tocuvabAticay Tao Tahas TeV vEexeay MeouNdea, xal hn we- 
AUTH CHa KaTa Tog tegods iSpwrac, EvOEv h 
Veia Simasocuvn pera TOU oHETEcoy caduarog  olofecas Xprvas weep” needy aarndas émvrndevec Gas. 
airh Swperras rag drorBaiag Anterc, ws dnowo-  Epist. 49. ad Arsacium. And as Julian 
geUTw nal cumpeEToyw Tis dolas hrtig tvavtiag observed the care of burial as a great 
wig. Dionys. Eccl. Hierarch. c. 7.‘ Prop- encouragement to the heathens to turn 
Z 


‘ , x. \ t 5 ee : 
Tracpivn ceuvorng nara Tov Bloy 5 oY EXaoroY 
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Thus I believe the only-begotten and eternal Son of God, 
for the confirmation of the truth of his death already past, and 
the verity of his resurrection from the dead suddenly to follow, 
had his body, according to the custom of the Jews, prepared 
for a funeral, bound up with linen clothes, and laid in spices 3 
and after that accustomed preparation, deposited in a sepul- 
chre hewn out of the rock, in which never man was laid before, 
and by rolling of a stone unto the door thereof, entombed there. 
Thus I believe that Christ was BURIED. 


ARTICLE V. 


He descended into hell: the third day he rose 
again from the dead. 


THE former part of this Article, of the descent into hell, hath 
not been so anciently in the CrEED,* or so universally, as the 


Christians, so Gregory Nazianzen did ob- 
serve the same to the great dishonour of 
the apostate, comparing his funeral with 
his predecessors. ‘O «év yap (that is Con- 
Stantius) wapamémareras mavAninors evpneeiass 
TE KAL Tomas, Xal Toros SE ToIG neeeTEposs 
cEuvois, weaic mawixog nal Sadouxiais, ais 
X Ewe Tavs TiYAay LETATTATIEVTERN voersCopeeV* 
nal yiveras mavnyuers petra Wa0ovg n Exnopesdy 
Tow comuaros, Orat. iv. in Jul. ii. p. 118. But 
as for Julian : Mtpcos yeroiwy hyov abroy, nat 
Tog dao Ths cunviig aloyweow EmopmeveTo 
Ew h Tagotov abriv vmodixerat morte 
evOa 82 of Témeves arinov, al Tapas Eayiorog 
nal dmomtucros, wel ovdE Dearoc etoe Ray Lect, 
Ibid. p. 119, 120. ? 

* First, It is to be observed, that the 
descent into hell was not in the ancient 
creeds or rules of faith. Some tell us that 
it was not in the confession of Ignatius 
Epist. ad Magnes. But indeed there is no 
confession of faith in that Epistle; for 
what is read there was thrust in out of 
Clemens’s Constitutions. Jn like man- 
ner, in vain is it objected that it was 
omitted by Polycarp, Clemens Romanus, 
and Justin Martyr, because they have 
not pretended any rule of faith or Creed 
of their times. But that which is mate- 
rial in this cause, it is not to be found in 
the rules of faith delivered by Irenzus, I. 
i. c. 2. by Origen, |. wee deyav, in Prowm. 
or by Tertullian, adv. Praxeam, c. 2. De 
Virg. veland. c. 1. De Prescript. adv. 
Heret. c. 13. It is not expressed in those 
Creeds which were made by the Councils 
as larger explications of the Apostles’ 
Creed : not in the Nicene or Constanti- 
nopolitan,; not in that of Ephesus or Chal- 
cedon ; not in those confessions made at 


Sardica, Antioch, Seleucia, Sirmium, &c. 
It is not mentioned in several confessions 
of faith delivered by particular persons : 
not in that of Eusebius Cesariensis, pre- 
sented to the Council of Nice. Theedoret. 
Hist. Eccles. 1.1. c. 2. not in that of Mar- 
cellus, bishop of Ancyra, delivered to 
Pope Julius, S. Epiphan. Her. Ixxii. §. 
11. not in that of Arius and Euzoius, pre- 
sented to Constantine, Socrat. 1. 1. c. 26. 
not in that of Acacius, bishop of Cesarea, 
delivered in to the Synod of Seleucia, 
Socrat. 1. ii. c. 40. not in that of Eusta- 
thius, Theophilus, and Silvanus, sent to 
Liberius, Socrat. ]. iv.c.12. There is no 
mention of it in the Creed of St. Basil, 
Tract. de Fide, in Asceticis, c. 4.; in the 
Creed of Epiphanius, in Ancorato, §. 120. 
Gelasius, in Biblioth. Patr. Lat. t. v. par. 
3. p. 669. Damasus, inter. Op. S. Hieron. 
t. v. p. 122. Macarius, in Hom. &e. It is 
not in the Creed expounded by St. Cyril 
(though some have produced that Creed 
to prove it), it is not in the Creed ex- 
pounded by St. Augustin, De Fide et Sym- 
bolo ; notin that De Symbolo ad Catechume- 
nos, attributed to St. Augustin; not in 
that which is expounded by Maximus 
Taurinensis, nor in that so often inter- 
preted by Petrus Chrysologus ; [Yet in 
the 2d Homily of Maximus De passione et 
cruce et sepultura Domini, we read: « Post 
illam nativitatem (scil. de utero Virg. 
Mariz) ad inferos descenditur ; post hanc 
(sctl. de sepulcro) remeatur ad ceelos.’ 
And in the 60th Sermon, or 4th in Sym- 
bolum Apostolorum, of Pet. Chrysologus : 
“Sepultum dicis, ut veram carnem Christi, 
mortemque non perfunctoriam probet con- 
fessio sepulture, mortem suscepisse et 
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rest. The first place we find it used in, was the Church of 
Aquileia; and the time we are sure it was used in the Creed 
of that church was less than 400 years after Christ. After that 
it came into. the Roman Creed,* and others,t and hath been 
acknowledged as a part of the Apostles’ Creed ever since. 
Indeed, the descent into hell hath always been accepted, but 
with a various exposition ;{ and the Church of England at the 
Reformation, as it received the three Creeds, in two of which: 
this Article is contained, so did it also make this one of the 
Articles of Religion, to which all who are admitted to any 
benefice, or received into holy orders, are obliged to subscribe. 
And at the first reception it was. propounded with a certain 
explication, and thus delivered in the fourth year of King Ed- 
ward the Sixth, with reference to an express place of Scrip- 
ture interpreted of this descent: ‘ That the body of Christ lay 
in the grave until his resurrection; but his spirit, which he 
gave up, was with the spirits which were detained in prison, 
or in hell, and preached to them, as the place in St. Peter 
(1 Ep. ii. 19) testifieth.’§ So likewise after the same manner 
in the Creep set forth in metre after the manner of a psalm, 
and still remaining at the end of the Psalms, the same exposi- 


tion is delivered in this stave : 


‘And so he died in the flesh, 
But quickened in the spirit : 
His body then was buried, 
As is our use and right. 

His spirit did after this descend 


Into the lower parts, 


Of them that long in darkness were, 
The true light of their hearts.’ 


vicisse, intrasse inferos et rediisse, venisse 
in jura tartari, et tartari jura solvise, non 
est fragilitas, sed potestas.’ Ed. Theo. 
Raunaud. Lugd. 1633. Editor.] nor in 
that of the Church of Antioch, delivered 
by Cassianus, De Incarn. |. vi. c. 3. neither 
is it to be seen in the MS. Creeds set 
forth by the learned Archbishop of Armagh. 
Indeed, it is affirmed by Ruftinus, that in 
his time it was neither in the Roman nor 
in the Oriental Creeds :.‘ Sciendum sane 
est, quod in Ecclesie Romane Symbolo 
non habetur additum, descendit ad inferna ; 
sed neque in Orientis Ecclesiis habetur 
hic sermo.’ Ruff. in Exposit. Symboli, §. 
20. It is certain therefore (nor can we 
disprove it by any acknowledged evidence 
of antiquity) that the Article of the descent 
énto hell was not in the Roman or any of 
the Oriental Creeds. 

* That the descent into hell came after- 
wards into the Roman Creed appeareth, 
not only because we find it there of late, 
but because we find it often in the Latin 
Church many ages since : as in that pro- 
duced by Etherius against Elipandus in 
the year 785, in the 115th al. 241st ser- 


mon, de Tempore, falsely ascribed to St.Au- 
gustin, where it is attributed to Thomas 
the apostle ; and in the exposition of the 
Creed falsely ascribed to St. Chrysostom. 

+ As in the Creed attributed to St. 
Athanasius, which though we cannot say 
was his, yet we know was extant about 
the year 600, by the epistle of Isidorus 
Hispalensis ad Claudium Ducem. It was 
also inserted into the Creed of the Council 
of Ariminum, Socrat. Hist. Ecel.1. ii. c. 37. 
and of the fourth Council of Toledo, heldin 
the year 633: and of the sixteenth Council 
of the same Toledo, held in the year 693. 

t ‘Quis nisi infidelis negaverit fuisse 
apud inferos Christum?’ S. August. Epist. 
99, al. 164. §. 3. 

§ ‘Nam corpus usque ad resurrectio- 
nem in sepulcro jacuit; Spiritus ab illo 
emissus cum spiritibus qui in carcere sive 
in inferno detinebantur fuit, illisque prae- 
dicavit, ut testatur Petrilocus,’ &c. Arti- 
cult ann. 1552. Which place was also 
made use of in the Exposition of the Creed 
contained in the Catechism set forth by 
the authority of King Edward, in the 
seventh year of his reign. 
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But in the Synod ten years after, in the days of Queen Eli- 
zabeth, the Articles, which continue still in force, deliver the 
same descent, but without any the least explication or reference 
to any particular place of Scripture, in these words: ‘As Christ 
died for us and was buried, so also it is to be believed that he 
went down into hell.’* Wherefore being our Church hath not 
now imposed that interpretation of St. Peter’s words, which 
before it intimated; being it hath not delivered that as the 
only place of Scripture to found the descent into hell upon; 
being it hath alleged no other place to ground it, and delivered 
no other explication to expound it: we may with the greater 
liberty pass on to find out the true meaning of this Article, and 
to give our particular judgment in it, so far as a matter of so 
much obscurity and variety will permit. 

Fist, then, it is to be observed, that as this Article was first 
in the Aquilecan Creed, so it was delivered there not in the ex- 
press and formal term of Aed/, but in such a word as may be 
capable of a greater latitude, ‘descendit in inferna:’ which 
words as they were continued in other Creeds,+ so did they find 
a double interpretation among the Greeks; some translating 
‘inferna,’ hell; others, the lower parts :{ the first with relation 


* Article IIT. 1562. 

+ Descendit in inferna, or ad inferna, 
is the general writing in the ancient MSS. 
as the learned Archbishop testifieth of 
those in the Benedictine and Cottonian 
libraries ; to which I may add those in 
the library at Westminster: we see the 
same likewise in that of Elipandus, De- 
scendit ad inferna, Which words are so 
recited in the Creed delivered in the Ca- 
techism set forth by the authority of Ed- 
ward VI. An. Dom. 1553. 

¢ So the ancient MSS. in Bene’t col- 
lege library, Karen@ivra tig ta xararara: 
and the confession made at Sirmium, éi¢ 
ra nara Gouin xarsrddvra, Since that it 
is Descendit ad inferos, and xarenOdvra sig 
&dov, or Descendit ad inferyum, as Venan- 
tius Fortunatus. |. xi. art. 1. in Biblioth. 
Patr. Lat. t. vi. par. 2. p. 382. For 7a 
nararare is a fit interpretation, if we 
take inferna according to the vulgar ety- 
mology; as St. Augustin: ‘Inferi, eo 
quod infra sint, Latine appellantur.’ De 
Gen. ad lit. 1. xii. c. 34. or as Nonius 
Marcellus, c. i. §. 221. ‘Inferum ab imo 
dictum, unde inferi quibus inferius nihil.’ 
Again, inferna may be well translated 
aong, if it be taken according to the true 
origination, which is from the Greek évepot, 
with the A®olic digamma, from which 
dialect most of the Latin language came, 
“Evfegos, inferni. Now évega, according to 
the Greek composition, is nothing else 
but imoxOsmo. Etym. "Evegos, of vexgot, amo 
Tov ev Tn ea uclobas, o or, ev tH ye and 


Suid. "Evégots, vengots, dae rou év 7H Epa usto- 
Sat. “Epa is anciently the earth, from 
whence gage, yauale, to the earth: Fyego 
then are in the earth, as they supposed 
the manes or spirits of the dead to be; 
from whence Homer, Iliad. 0. 188. 
*Aldng Evégaowy dvacoa, 
of Pluto; and Hesiod, Theog. 850. 
Tpiao Aiding evégoios uarapOsnrevoirw dvdc- 
omy’ : 
and in imitation of them A‘schylus in 
Persis, v. 635. ed. Blomf. 
Tire, nat “Eeun, Bacsagug 7° evégw, 
Tléular’ Evepbev Luar tig paog. 
Thus évegot are those which A:schylus else- 
where calls rovg yas vépbev et rove yiig Evep- 
Gey. And as évegos, the sowls of the dead in 
the earth, so are inferi in the first accep- 
tation; that is manes. Pomponius Mela, 
de Sit. Orb. 1. 1. c. 9. * Augyle manes 
tantum Deos putant ;’ which Pliny deli- 
vers thus, Hist. Nat. |. v.c. 8. ‘ Augyle 
inferos tantum colunt;’ and Solinus, Po- 
lyhist. c. 31. ‘ Augyle vero solos colunt 
inferos.’ Inferi were then first tego, the 
souls of men in the earth: and as manes is 
not only put for the souls below, but also 
for the place, as in the poet ; 
—— Manesque profundi, 
Virg. Georg. i. 243. 
and 
—~Hec manes veniat mihi fama sub 
imos ; fEn. iv. 387. 
so inferi is most frequently used for the 
place under ground where the souls de- 
parted are, and the inferna must then be 
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to St. Peter’s words of Christ, “Thou wilt not leave my soul 
in hell;” (Acts ii. 27.) the second referring to that of St. Paul, 
“He descended into the lower parts of the earth.” (Eph. iv. 9. ) 
Secondly, I observe that in the Aquzletan Creed, where this 
Article was first expressed, there was no mention of Christ’s 
burial ; but the words of their confession ran thus: crucified 
under Pontius Pilate, he descended in inferna.* From whence 
there is no question but the observation of Ruffinus, who first 
expounded it, was most true, that though the Roman and Ori- 
ental Creeds ant not their words, yet they had the sense of them 
in the word buried. It appeareth therefore, that the first in- 
tention of putting these words in the CrEeED was only to ex- 
press the burial of our Saviour, or the descent of his body into 
the grave. But although they were first put in the Aguileian 
Creed, to signify the burial of Christ, and those which had only 
the burial in their Creed, did confess as much as those which 
without the burial did express the descent ; yet since the Roman 
Creed hath added the descent unto the burial, and expressed that 
descent by words signifying more properly hell, it cannot be 
imagined that the CREED, as it now stands, should signify only 
the burial of Christ by his descent into hell. But rather, being 
the ancient Church did certainly believe that Christ did some 
other way descend beside his burzal; being, though he inter- 
preted those words of the burial only, yet in the relation of 
what was done at our Saviour’s death, Ruffinus makes mention 
of his descent into hell, beside, and distinct from, his sepulture ; + 


those regions in which they take up their 
habitations. And so descendit ad inferna, 
xnarirger tig adov, and descendit ad inferos, 
are the same. 

* So are the words cited in Ruffinus : 
‘ Crucifixus sub Pontio Pilato, descendit 
in inferna.’ §. 16. And his observation 
upon them is this: ‘Sciendum sane est, 
quod in Ecclesie Romanz Symbolo non 
habetur additum, descendit ad inferna: 
sed neque in Orientis Ecclesiis habetur 
hic sermo: vis tamen verbi eadem videtur 
esse in eo quod sepultus est.’ Expos. Symh. 
§. 20. The same may also be observed 
in the Athanasian Creed, which has the 
descent, but not the sepulture: Who suf- 
fered for our salvation, descended into hell, 
rose again the third day from the dead. Nor 
is this only observable in these two, but 
also in the Creed made at Sirmium, and 
produced at Ariminum, in which the words 
run thus: cravewivra, wal wabdvra, nat 
amobavivra, wal sig ta nara Oona narerdevra, 
Socrat. Hist. Eccles, 1. ii. c. 37. Where, 
though the descent be expressed, and the 
burial be not mentioned, it is most cer- 
tain, those men which made it (heretics, 
indeed, but not in this) did not under- 
stand his burial by that descent ; and that 
appears by addition of the following 


words: éig ra narax bine narerOdvra, ual re 
EXELTE OlMovoNoAVTA, Ov WUAwEO adoU WovrEes 
eppizav. For he did not dispose and order 
things below by his body in the grave: 
nor could the keepers of the gates of hell 
be affrighted with any sight of his corpse 
lying in the sepulchre. 

+ For having produced many places of 
Scripture to prove the circumstances of 
our Saviour’s death, and having cited 
those particularly which did belong unto 
his burial, he passes farther to his descent, 
in these words: ‘ Sed et quod in infernum 
descendit, evidenter prenuntiatur in 
Psalmis, ubi dicit, Et in pulverem mortis 
deduxisti me; et iterum, Que utilitas in 
sanguine meo dum descendo in corruptionem ; 
et iterum, Descendisti in linum profundi, 
et non est substantia. Sed et Mattheus 
dicit, Tu es qui venturus est, an alium ex- 
spectamus? Unde et Petrus dixit, Quia 
Christus mortificutus carne, vivificatus au- 
tem spiritu. In ipso, ait, et eis qui in car- 
cere inclusi erant in diebus Noe? in quo 
etiam quid operis egerit in inferno decla- 
ratur. Sed etipse Dominus per Prophe- 
tam dicit tanquam de futuro, Quia non 
derelinques animam meam in inferno, nec 
dabis sanctum tuum videre corruptionem : 
quod rursus prophetice nihilominus osten- 
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being those who in after-ages added it to the burial, did ac- 
tually believe that the soul of Christ descended : it followeth 
that, for the exposition of the CREED, it is most necessary to 
declare in what that descent consisteth. 

Thirdly, I observe again, that whatsoever is delivered in the 
CREED, we therefore believe, because it is contained in the 
Scriptures, and consequently must so believe it as it is con- 
tained there; whence all this exposition of the whole is nothing 
else but an illustration and proof of every particular part of the 
CreeEv by such Scriptures as deliver the same, according to 
the true interpretation of them, and the general consent of the 
Church of God. Now these words as they lie in the Creep, 
He descended into hell, are no where formally and expressly de- 
livered in the Scriptures; nor can we find any one place in 
which the Holy Ghost hath said in express and plain terms, 
that Christ, as he died and was buried, so he descended into hell. 
Wherefore being these words of the CREED are not formally 
expressed in the Scripture, our inquiry must be in what Scrip- 
tures they are contained virtually; that is, where the Holy 
Ghost doth deliver the same doctrine, in what words soever, 
which is contained, and to be understood in this expression, 
He descended into hell. 

Now several places of Scripture have been produced by the 
ancients as delivering this truth, of which some without ques- 
tion prove it not: but three there are which have been always 
thought of greatest validity to confirm this Article. First, that 
of St. Paul to the Ephesians seems to come very near the words 
themselves, and to express the same almost in terms:* “ Now 
that he ascended, what is it but that he first descended into . 
the lower parts of the earth?” (Eph. iv. 9.) This many of the 
ancient fathers understood of the descent into hell,+ as placed 
in the lowest parts of the earth: and this exposition must be 


dit impletum, cum dicit, Domine, eduxisti xarsAOav elo ra uarwrara, and uarabac eic 


ab inferno animam meam, salvasti me a de- 
scendentibus in lacum.’ Expos. Symb. §. 27. 
Whence it appeareth, that though Ruffi- 
nus thought that the sense of descendit ad 
inferna was expressed in sepultus est ; yet 
he did distinguish the doctrine of Christ’s 
descent into hell from that of his burial. 


* For the first expression which we 
find in Ruffinus, descendit in inferna, 
comes most near to this quotation; espe- 
cially if we take the ancient Greek trans- 
lation of it: xavenOovra sig ra naTaTaTa. 
For if we consider that xarareea may well 
have the signification of the superlative, 
especially being the LXX. hath so trans- 
lated Psalm Ixiii. 9. eicerevoovrar sig +a 
naratara tig yao’ and Psalm cxxxix. 15. 
tal h imieracic prov By ToS KaTwraToIg Tig 
yiic* what can be nearer than these two, 


Ta xaTatara; oY these two, uarcrbivra ei¢ 
re nara Oovia, and xaraCdvra elo Ta Kara- 
Teen prten THs Yiis 3 

+ This appeareth by their quotation of 
this place to prove, or express, the de- 
scent into hell, as Irenezus does, I. v. c. 31. 
Origen. Hom. 35. in Matt. al. §. 132. 
Athanasius, Epist. ad Epictetum, and Orat. 
i. contr. Arian. §. 45. Hilarius in Psal. 
Ixvii. §. 19. St. Jerome upon the place: 
‘Inferiora autem terre infernus accipitur, 
ad quem Dominus noster Salvatorque 
descendit.’ So also the Commentary at- 
tributed to St. Ambrose and St. Hilary : 
‘Si itaque hec omnia Christus unus est, 
neque alius est Christus mortuus, alius 
sepultus, aut alius descendens ad inferna, 
et alius ascendens in ccelos, secundum il- 
lud Apostoli, Ascendit autem quid est, &c.’ 
De Trinit. 1. x. §, 65. 
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confessed so probable, that there can be no argument to dis- 
prove it. Those ‘‘ lower parts of the earth” may signify hedd, 
and Christ’s descending thither may be, that his soul went to 
that place when his body was carried to the grave. But that 
it was actually so, or that the apostle intended so much in 
those words, the place itself will not manifest. For we cannot 
be assured that the descent of Christ, which St. Paul speaks 
of, was performed after his death; or if it were, we cannot be 
assured that the “lower parts of the earth” did signify hed/, or 
the place where the souls of men were tormented after the se- 
paration from their bodies. For as it is written, “ No man 
ascended up to heaven, but he that descended from heaven ;” 
(John u1. 13.) so this may signify so much, and no more, “In 
that he ascended, what is it but that he descended first?” And 
for ‘the lower parts of the earth,” they may possibly signify 
no more than the place beneath: as when our Saviour said, “ Ye 
are from beneath, I am from above; ye are of this world, | am 
not of this world:” (John viii. 23.) or as God spake by the 
prophet, ‘‘I will shew wonders in heaven above, and signs in 
the earth beneath.” (Joel ii. 30.) Nay, they may well refer to 
his incarnation, according to that of David, “ My substance 
was not hid from thee, when I was made in secret, and curiously 
wrought in the lower parts of the earth:” (Psal. cxxxix. 15.) 
or to his burial, according to that of the prophet, “ Those that 
seek my soul to destroy it, shall go into the lower parts of the 
earth :” (Psal. Ixiii. 9.) and these two references have a great 
similitude according to that of Job, “ Naked came I out of m 
mother’s womb, and naked shall I return thither.” (Job 1. 21.) 
The next place of Scripture brought to confirm the descent 
is not so near in words, but thought to signify the end of that 
descent, and that part of his humanity by which he descended. 
For Christ, saith St. Peter, was “‘ put to death in the flesh, 
and quickened by the Spirit, by which also he went and 
preached unto the spirits in prison :” (1 Ep. iii. 18, 19.) where 
the Spirit seems to be the soul of Christ, and the spirits in prison, 
the souls of them that were in hell, or in some place at least se- 
parated from the joys of heaven: whither, because we never 
read our Saviour went at any other time, we may conceive he 
went in spirit then when his soul departed from his body on 
the cross. This did our Church first deliver as the proof and 
illustration of the descent, and the ancient Fathers did apply 
the same in the like manner to the proof of this Article.* But 
yet those words of St. Peter have no such power of probation; 
except we were certain that the Spzrit there spoken of were the 


* As Hermes, I. iii. Simil.9. Ireneus, 7. Cyril de recta fide ad Theodosium, p. 20. 
1. iv.c. 45. Clem. Alexand. Strom. 1. vi. in Ioan. 1. xii. p. 1068. Orat. Pasch. et 
c. 6. Orig. Hom. 35. in Mat. al. §. 132. alibi sepius. Auctor Comment. Ambros. 
Athanas. l. de Incarn. et Epist. ad Epic- —ascript. ad Rom. x. Ruffin. in Expos. Symb. 
tetum, §. 5. 6. Epiphan. Heres. lyxvii. §. —§. 27. 
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soul of Christ, and that the time intended for that preaching 
were after his death, and before his resurrection. Whereas if 
it were so interpreted, the difficulties are so many, that they 
staggered St. Aucustin,*® and caused him at last to think that 
these words of St. Peter belonged not unto the doctrine of 
Christ’s descending into hell. But indeed the Spirit by which 
he is said to preach was not the soul of Christ, but that Spirit 
by which he was quickened; as appeareth by the coherence of 
the words, “ being put to death in the flesh, but quickened by 
the Spirit, by which also he went and preached unto the spirits 
in prison.” Now that Spirit by which Christ was quickened 
is that by which he was raised from the dead,+ that is, the 
power of his Divinity, as St. Paul expresseth it, “ Though he 
was crucified through weakness, yet he liveth by the power of 
God:” (2 Cor. xiii. 4.) in respect of which he preached to 
those that were disobedient in the days of Noah, as we have 
already shewn.} 

The third, but principal text, is that of David, applied by 
St. Peter. “ For David speaketh concerning him, | foresaw 
the Lord always before my face; for he is on my night hand, 
that I should not be moved. Therefore did my heart rejoice, 
and my tongue was glad: moreover also my flesh shall rest in 
hope. Because thou wilt not leave my soul in hell, neither 
wilt thou suffer thine Holy One to see corruption.” Thus the 
apostle repeated the words of the Psalmist, (xvi. 8—10.) and 
then applied them: he “ being a prophet, and seeing this before, 
spake of the resurrection of Christ, that his soul was not left 
in hell, neither his flesh did see corruption.” (Acts 11. 25, 26, 
27. 30,31.) Now from this place the Article is clearly and infal- 
libly deduced thus: If the soul of CArist were not left in hell 


* For in his answer to Euodius, Epist. 
99. al. 164. he thus begins: ‘ Questio, 
quam mihi proposuisti ex Epistola Apo- 
stoli Petri, solet nos, ut te latere non ar- 
bitror, vehementissime commovere, quo- 
modo illa verba accipienda sint tanquam 
de Inferis dicta. Replico ergo tibi ean- 
dem questionem, ut, sive ipse potueris, 
sive aliquem qui possit inveneris, auferas 
de illa atque finias dubitationem meam.’ 
§.1. Then setting down in order all the 
difficulties which occurred at that time in 
the exposition of the descent into hell, 
he concludes with an exposition of an- 
other nature : ‘ Considera tamen, ne forte 
totum illud quod de conclusis in carcere 
spiritibus, qui in diebus Noe non credi- 
derant, Petrus Apostolus dicit, omnino 
ad Inferos non pertineat, sed ad illa 
potius tempora, quorum formam ad hec 
tempora transtulit.’ §. 15. 

t ‘Quid est enim quod vivificatus est 
spiritu, nisi quod eadem caro, qua sola 
fuerat mortificatus, vivificante spiritu 
resurrexit? Nam quod fuerit anima 


mortificatus Jesus, hoc est, eo spiritu 
qui hominis est, quia audeat dicere? 
cum mors anime non sit nisi pec~ 
catum, a quo ille omnino immunis fuit, 
cum pro nobis carne mortificaretur.’ 8. 
August. Epist. 99. al. 164. §. 18, 19. 
And: ‘Certe anima Christi non solum 
immortalis secundum ceterarum natu- 
ram, sed etiam nullo mortificata peccato 
vel damnatione punita est ; quibus duabus 
causis mors anime intelligi potest; et 
ideo non secundum ipsam dici potuit, 
Christus vivificatus spiritus. In ea re 
quippe vivificatus est, in qua fuerat mor- 
tificatus : ergo de carne dictum est. Ipsa 
enim revixit anima redeunte, quia ipsa 
erat mortua anima recedente. Mortificatus 
ergo carne dictus est, quia secundum 
solam carnem mortuus est: vivificatus 
autem spiritu, quia illo spiritu operante, 
in quo ad quos volebat veniebat et pre- 
dicabat, etiam ipsa caro vivificata sur- 
rexit, in qua modo ad homines venit.’ 
Ibid. §. 20. 
t Page 170, sqq. : 
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at his resurrection, then his soul was in hell before his resur- 
rection: but it was not there before his death; therefore upon 
or after his death, and before his resurrection, the soul of 
Christ descended into hell ; and consequently the CreEp doth 
truly deliver, that Christ being crucified, was dead, buried, and 
descended into hell. For as his flesh did not see corruption by 
virtue of that promise and prophetical expression, and yet it 
was in the grave, the place of corruption, where it rested in 
hope until his resurrection ; so his soul, which was not left in 
hell, by virtue of the like promise or prediction, was in that hell, 
where it was not left, until the time that it was to be united to 
the body for the performing of the resurrection. We must 
therefore confess from hence that the soul of Christ was in 
hell; and no Christian can deny it, saith St. Augustin, it is 
so clearly delivered in this prophecy of the Psalmist and ap- 
plication of the apostle.* 

The only question then remains, not of the truth of the pro- 
position, but the sense and meaning of it. It is most certain 
that Christ descended into hell; and as infallibly true as any 
other Article of the CREED: but what that Ae// was, and how 
he descended thither, being once questioned, is not easily deter- 
mined. Different opinions there have been of old, and of 
late more different still, which I shall here examine after that 
manner which our subject will admit. Our present design is 
an exposition of the CREED as now it stands, and our en- 
deavour is to expound it according to the Scriptures in which 
itis contained: I must therefore look for such an explication 
as may consist with the other parts of the CREED, and may 
withal be conformable unto that Scripture upon which the 
truth of the Article doth rely: and consequently, whatsoever 
interpretation is either not true in itself, or not consistent with 
the body of the CREED, or not conformable to the doctrine of 
the apostle in this particular, the expositor of that CREED by 
the doctrine of the apostle must reject. 

First, then, we shall consider the opinion of Durandus, who, 
as often, so in this, is singular. He supposeth this descent 
to belong unto the soul,t and the name of hel/ to signify the 
place where the souls of dead men were in custody: but he 
maketh a metaphor in the word descended, as not signifying any 


local motion, nor inferring any real presence of the soul of 


% 

* <Dominum quidem carne morti- 
ficatum venisse in infernum satis con- 
stat. Neque enim contradici potest vel 
prophetie que dixit, Quoniam non dere- 
linques animam meam in inferno (quod ne 
aliter quisquam sapere auderet, in Actibus 
Apostolorum idem Petrus exponit), vel 
_ejusdem Petri illis verbis, quibus eum as- 
serit solvisse inferni dolores, in quibus im- 
possibile erat eum teneri. Quis ergo nisi 
infidelis negaverit fuisse apud inferos 


Christum? Epist. 99. al. 164. §. 3. 

t ‘Cum Articulus sit, Christum ad 
inferos descendisse, et non possit intel- 
ligi ratione Divinitatis, secundum quam 
est ubique ; nec ratione corporis, secun- 
dum quod fuit in sepulcro; restat quod 
intelligatur ratione anime: quo sup- 
posito, videndum est qualiter anima 
Christi descendit ad infernum.’ Durand. 
in Sent. Theol. 1. iii. dist. 22. q. 3. — 
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Christ in the place where the souls of dead men were; but only 
including a virtual motion, and inferring an efficacious pre- 
sence, by which descent the effects of the death of Christ were 
wrought upon the souls in hell: and because the merits of 
Christ’s death did principally depend upon the act of his soul, 
therefore the effect of his death 1s attributed to his soul as the 
principal agent; and consequently, Christ is truly said at the 
instant of his death to descend into hell, because his death was 
immediately efficacious upon the souls detained there. This 
is the opinion of Durandus, so far as it is distinct from others. 

But although a virtual influence of the death of Christ may 
be well admitted in reference to the souls of the dead, yet this 
opinion cannot be accepted as to the exposition of this Article ; 
being neither the CrEED can be thought to speak a language 
of so great scholastic subtilty, nor the place of David, ex- 
pounded by St. Peter, can possibly admit any such explication. 
For what can be the sense of those words, “Thou shalt not 
leave my soul in hell,” if his being in hell was only virtually 
acting there? If the efficacy of his death were his descent, then 
is he descended still, because the effect of his death still re- 
maineth. ‘The opinion therefore of Durandus, making the de- 
scent into hell to be nothing but the efficacy of the death of 
Christ upon the souls detained there, is to be rejected, as not 
expositive of the CREED’s confession, nor consistent with the 
Scripture’s expression. 

The next opinion, later than that of Durandus, is, that the 
descent into hell is the suffering of the torments of hell ;* that 
the soul of Christ did really and truly suffer all those pains 
which are due unto the damned; that whatsoever is threatened 
by the Law unto them which depart this life in their sins, and 
under the wrath of God, was fully undertaken and borne by 
Christ ; that he died at true and natural death, the death of 
Gehenna, and this dying the death of Gehenna was the descend- 
ing into hell; that those which are now saved by virtue of his 
death, should otherwise have endured the same torments in hell 
which now the damned do and shall endure, but that he, being 
their surety, { did himself suffer the same for them, even all the 
torments which we should have felt, and the damned shall. 

This interpretation is either taken in the strict sense of the 
words, or in a latitude of expression; but in neither to be 
admitted as the exposition of this Article. Not if it be taken 


* ©Si Christus ad inferos descendisse 
dicitur nihil mirum est, cum eam mortem 
pertulerit quz sceleribus ab irato Deo in- 
fligitur :’ which he expresseth presently 
in another phrase: ‘ Cum diros in anima 
cruciatus damnati ac perditi hominis 
pertulerit.’ Calvin. Instit. 1.11. c. 16. §. 10. 

+ [Some Copies read: true superna- 
tural death, the second death, the death 
of Gehenna. | 


t ‘Quid igitur? Christus persona sua 
secundum humanitatem penam gehen- 
nalem nobis debitam passus est, anima 
principaliter, corpore secundario, utroque 
causaliter ad merendum, ad nos suo ip- 
sius merito liberandos.’ Parkerus de 
Deseensu. 1. iii. §. 48. Et statim, § 49. 
‘ Descendisse namque Servatorem, modo 
supra memorato, ad haden mortis gehen- 
nalis, innumeris patet argumentis. 
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in a strict, rigorous, proper, and formal sense; for in that ac- 
ceptation it is not true. It must not, it cannot, be admitted 
that Christ did suffer all those torments which the damned 
suffer; and therefore it is not, it cannot, be true, that by suffer- 
ing them he descended into hell. There is a worm that never 
dieth, which could not lodge within his breast; that is, a re- 
morse of conscience, seated in the soul, for what that soul hath 
done: but such aremorse of conscience could not be in CArisé, 
who though he took upon himself the sins of those which 
otherwise had been damned, yet that act of his was a most 
virtuous, charitable, and most glorious act, highly conform- 
able to the will of God, and consequently could not be the ob- 
ject of remorse. The grief and horror in the soul of Christ, 
which we have expressed in the explication of his sufferings 
antecedent to his. crucifixion, had reference to the sins. and 
punishment of men, to the justice and wrath of God; but clearly 
of a nature different from the sting of conscience in the souls 
condemned to eternal flames. Again, an essential part of the 
torments of hell is a present and constant sense of the everlast- 
ing displeasure of God, and an impossibility of obtaining favour, 
and avoiding pain; an absolute and complete despair of any 
better condition, or the least relaxation: but Christ, we know, 
had never any such resentment, who looked upon the reward 
which was set before him, even upon the cross, and offered up 
himself a sweet-smelling sacrifice ; which could never be effi- 
cacious, except offered in faith. If we should imagine any 
damned soul to have received an express promise of God, that 
after ten thousand years he would release him from those tor- 
ments and make him everlastingly happy, and to have a true 
faith in that promise and a firm hope of receiving eternal life: 
we could not say that man was in the same condition with the 
rest of the damned, or that he felt all that hell which they were 
sensible of, or all that pain which was due unto his sins: be- 
cause hope and confidence, and relying upon God, would not 
only mitigate all other pains, but wholly take away the bitter 
anguish of despair. Christ then, who knew the beginning, 
continuance, and conclusion of his sufferings, who understood 
the determinate minute of his own death and resurrection, who 
had made a covenant with his Father for all the degrees of his 
passion, and was fully assured that he could suffer no more 
than he had freely and deliberately undertaken, and should con- 
tinue no longer in his passion than he had himself determined, 
he who by those torments was assured to overcome all the 
powers of hell, cannot possibly be said to have been in the 
same condition with the damned, and strictly and properly 
to have endured the pains of hell. 

Again, if we take the torments of hell in a metaphorical 
sense, for those terrors and horrors of the soul which our Sa- 
viour felt, which may therefore be called infernal torments, 
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because they are of greater extremity than any other tortures 
of this life, and because they were accompanied with a sense 
of the wrath of God against the unrighteousness of men; yet 
this cannot be an interpretation of the descent into hell, as 
it is an Article of the CREED, and as that Article is grounded 
upon the Scriptures. For all those pains which our Saviour 
felt (whether as they'pretend, properly infernal, or metapho- 
rically such) were antecedent to his death; part of them in the 
garden, part on the cross; but all before he commended his 
spirit into the hands of his Father, and gave up the ghost. 
Whereas it is sufficiently evident that the descent into hell, as 
it now stands in the CREED, signifieth something commenced 
after his death, contradistinguished to his burial ; and, as itis 
considered in the apostle’s explication, is clearly to be under- 
stood of that which immediately preceded his resurrection ; 
and that also grounded upon a confidence totally repugnant to 
infernal pains. For it is thus particularly expressed, ‘“ I fore- 
saw the Lord always before my face; for he is on my right 
hand, that I should not be moved. Therefore did my heart 
rejoice and my tongue was glad: moreover also my flesh shall 
rest in hope; because thou wilt not leave my soul in hell.” 
(Psal. xvi. 9,10.) Where the faith, hope, confidence, and as- 
surance of Christ is shewn, and his “ flesh,” though laid in the 
grave, the place of corruption, is said to ‘rest in hope,” for 
this very reason, because God would not “ leave his soul in 
hell.” I conclude, therefore, that the descent into hell is not 
the enduring the torments of hell: because, if strictly taken, 
it is not true; if metaphorically taken, though it be true, yet 
it is not pertinent. 

The third opinion, which is also very late, at least in the 
manner of explication, is, that in those words “ Thou shalt not 
leave my soul in hell,” the soud of Christ is taken for his body, 
and hell for the grave; and consequently, in the Creep, He 
descended into hell, is no more than this, that Christ in his body 
was laid in the grave. ‘This explication ordinarily is rejected, 
by denying that the soul is ever taken for the body, or hell for 
the grave; but in vain: for it must be acknowledged, that some- 
times the Scriptures are rightly so, and cannot otherwise be 
understood. First, The same word in the Hebrew,* which the 


* The Hebrew word is wp) and the 
Greek Wuyi, rw wd) DIN ND oH Byxa- 
manele tiv Luxiv you eo adnv, Psal. xvi. 
10. But both wp) and Juyn, are used 
tor the body of a dead man, Numb. vi. 6. 
and it is so translated ; for Moses speak- 
ing there of a Nazarite, gives this law, 
«« All the days that he separateth himself 
unto the Lord, he shall come at no dead 
body,” in the original x2* xb ma wd) dy 
and in the LXX. éml waon Lux rerenev- 
ranvia oun eiceneucerat. In the same man- 


ner the law for the high-priest, Lev, xxi. 
11. ‘* Neither shall he go in to any dead 
body,” xa* xd mo mws2 52 ys nal emi waon 
buyin verereurnavia odm eloersdoerat. And 
the general law, Lev. xxii. 4. ‘ And 
whoso toucheth any thing that is unclean 
by the dead.” w5) xmw 523 yr xal o 
amripevos wane anabapolag buxtis. Which 
is farther cleared by that of Numb, xix. 
11. “‘ He that touches the dead body of 
any man,” qui tetigerit cadaver hominis ; 
and ver. 13. ‘‘ Whosoever toucheth the 
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Psalmist used, and in the Greek, which the apostle used, and we 
translate the soul, is elsewhere used for the body of a dead man, 
and translated so. And when we read in Moses of a prohibition 
given to the high-priest or the Nazarite, of going to or coming 
near a dead body, and of the pollution by the dead; the dead body 
in the Hebrew and the Greek is nothing else but that which else- 
where signifieth the soul. And Mr. Ainsworth, who translated the 
Pentateuch nearer the letter than the sense, hath so delivered it 
in compliance with the original phrase; and may be well inter- 
preted thus by our translation: ‘Ye shallnot make in your flesh 
any cutting fora soul,’ that is, “for the dead.” (Lev. xix. 28.) 
‘For a soul he shall not defile himself among the people,’ that is, 
“there shall none be defiled for the dead among his people.” 
(Lev. xxi. 1.) ‘ He that toucheth any thing that is unclean by a 
soul,’ that is, * by the dead :” (Lev. xxii. 4.) ‘ Every one defiled 
by a soul,’ that is, “ by the dead:” (Numb. v. 2.) ‘ He shall 
not come at a dead soul, that is, “he shall come at no dead 
body.” (Numb. vi. 6.) Thus Ainsworth’s translation sheweth, 
that in all these places the original word is that which originally 
signifieth the soul ; and our translation teacheth us, that though 
in other places it signifieth the sow/, yet in these it must be 
taken for the body, and that body bereft of the soul. 

Secondly, The word* which the Psalmist used in Hebrew, 


dead body of any man that is dead,” 
Omnis qui tetigerit humane anime morti- 
cinum, Therefore the wo) and .ux% in 
Ley. xxix. 4. do signify the caduwver or 
morticinum ; as also Numb. v. 2. ‘‘ Who- 
soever is defiled by the dead,” xnw bo 
wand wavra auaSaerov mt uyn, pollutum 
super mortuo, And wd) xm dxdapros eg 
tux, Hag. ii. 13. is nghtly translated, 
one that is unclean by a dead body. Thus 
several times wp) and {vx are taken for 
the body of a dead man; that body 
which polluted a man under the Law by 
the touch thereof. And Maimonides hath 
observed, that there is no pollution from 
the body till the soul be departed. There- 
fore wp) and tux did signify the body 
after the separation of the soul. And this 
was anciently observed by St. Augustin, 
that the soul may be taken for the body 
only : ‘ Animz nomine corpus solum posse 
significari, modo quodam locutionis osten- 
ditur, quo significatur per id quod conti- 
netur illud quod centinet; sicut ait qui- 
dam, Vina coronant, (Virg. Ain. vii. 147.) 
cum coronarentur vasa vinarla; vinum 
enim continetur, et vas continet. Sicut 
ergo appellamus Ecclesiam Basilicam, 
qua continetur populus, qui vere appel- 
latur Ecclesia, ut nomine Ecclesie, id 
est, populi qui continetur, significemus 
locum qui continet : ita quod anime cor- 
poribus continentur, intelligi corpora filio- 
rum per nominatas animas possunt. Sic 


enim melius accipitur etiam illud, quod 
Lex inquinari dicit eum, qué intraverit 
super animam mortuam, hoc est, super de- 
functi cadaver ; ut nomine anime mortue 
mortuum corpus intelligatur, quod ani- 
mam continebat, quia et absente populo, 
id est Ecclesia, locus tamen ille nibilo- 
minus Ecclesia nuncupatur,’ Epist. 157, 
al. 190. ad Optatum, de Animarum Ori- 
gine, c. 5. §. 19, 

* The Hebrew word is TRY, the Greek 
ons. Syxw) wd? ayn xd 9D “Ors ob” Eyxa- 
raneiers bux frou els adny, (or sic adou, as 
itis read in the Acts and in the Psalms, 
also by the ancient MS. at St. James’s.) 
And these generally run together, and 
sometimes signify no more than the grave, 
as Gen. xxxvil. 35. where Jacob thinking 
that his son Joseph had been dead, breaks 
out into this sad expression, *32-9X 9RX-93 
Tory bar “Ort xarabnooeat arpic roy vioy 
pou mevOav ei¢ adov, which we translate, 
For I will go down into the grave wnto my 
son mourning, upon the authority of the 
ancient Targums. For although that of 
Onkelos keeps the original word dxw), 
yet the Jerusalein Targum and that of 
Jonathan render it Nmap ‘25, in domum 
sepuleri: and the Persian Targum, to the 
same purpose 9122; as also the Arabic 
translation, Ino descendam ad pulverem 
mestus de filio meo. So Gen. xlii. 38. 
MOONY PND ND U-NR ONIN eal navdZeré 
(4ou Td yeas era Avmng sig adod* which we 


352 ARTICLE V. 


and the apostle in Greek, and is translated hell, doth certainly 
in some other places signify no more than the grave, and is 
translated so. As where Mr. Ainsworth followeth the word, 
‘ For I will go down unto my son mourning to hell;’ our trans- 
lation, aiming at the sense, rendereth it, “ For I will go down 
into the grave unto my son mourning.” (Gen. xxxvii. 35.) So 
again he, ‘ Ye shall bnng down my gray hairs with sorrow unto 
hell,’ that is, ‘“‘to the grave.” (Gen. xlii. 38.) And in this 
sense we say, “ the Lord killeth and maketh alive: he bringeth 
down to the grave, and bringeth up.” (1 Sam. ii. 6.) 

Now being the soul is sometimes taken for the body deserted 
by the soul, and hell is also sometimes taken for the grave, the 
receptacle of the body dead: therefore it is conceived that the 
prophet did intend these significations in those words, “ Thou 
shalt not leave my soul in hell ;” and consequently, the Article 
grounded on that Scripture must import no more than this: 
Christ in respect of his body bereft of his soul, which was re- 
commended into, and deposited in, the hands of his Father, 
descended into the grave. 

This exposition hath that great advantage, that he which 
first mentioned this descent in the CrEED, did interpret it of 
the burial; and where this Article was expressed, there that 
of the burial was omitted. But notwithstanding those advan- 
tages, there is no certainty of this interpretation: first, Because 
he which did so interpret, at the same time, and in the tenor 
of that expression, did acknowledge a descent of the soul of 
Christ into hell ;* and those other Creeds which did likewise 
omit the burial, and express the descent, did shew, that by 
that descent, they understood not that of the body, but of the 
soul.t Secondly, Because they which put these words into 
the Roman Creed, in which the burial was expressed before, 
must certainly understand a descent distinct from that; and 


translate, Then shall ye bring down my 
gray hairs with sorrow to the grave: where 
the Jerusalem Targum and that of Jona- 
than have it again xnmap%n5; and the 
Persian again 2. in sepulerum; the 
Arabic *3nbx ‘5x ad pulverem, or ad ter- 
ram. And itis observed by the Jewish 
commentators that those Christians are 
mistaken whointerpret those words spoken 
by Jacob, I will go down: into sheol, of 
hell ; declaring that sheol there is nothing 
else but the grave. 

* Ruffinus, who first mentioned this 
Article, did interpret it of the grave, as 
we have already observed ; but yet he 
did believe a descent distinct from that, 
in the Exposition of the Creed: ‘Sed et 
quod in infernum descendit, evidenter 
prenunciatur in Psalmis,’ &c. and then 
citing that of St. Peter: ‘ Unde et Petrus 
dixit, Quia Christus mortificatus carne, vivi- 
ficatus autem spiritu: in ipso, ait, et eis qui 


in carcere inclust erant in diebus Noe, in 
quo etiam quid operis egerit in inferno 
declaratur,’ §. 27. as we before more 
largely cited the same place. 

+t L shewed before, that in the Creed 
made at Sirmium there was the descent 
mentioned, and the burial omitted, and 
yet that descent was so expressed, that 
it could not be taken for the burial: be- 
sides now I add, that it was made by the 
Arians, who in few years before had 
given in another Creed, in which both 
the burial and the descent were men- 
tioned; as that of Nice in Thracia: 
arbavovra, ual taptvra, ual tig Ta xava- 
xOima narenovera, ov airog 6 addug Erpoualer. 
Theodoret, Hist. }. 11. c. 21. and not long 
after gave in another at Constantinople 
to the same purpose: oravewbivra, xat 
aToSavvTa, Hat Tapevta, Kal sig ge xaTa~ 
x Oovice SsrnrvOsra, cv iva nal avrog o aong 
te@rrngev. Socrat. lib. ii. c. 44. 
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therefore, though it might perhaps be thought a probable in- 
terpretation of the words of David, especially taken as be- 
longing to David, yet it cannot pretend to be an exposition of 
the CREED as now it stands. 

The next opinion is, that the sou/ may well be understood 
either for the noble part of man distinguished from the body ; 
or else, for the person of man consisting of both soul and body, 
as it often is; or, for the living soul, as it is distinguished from 
the immortal spirit: but then the term hell shall signify no 
place, neither of the man, nor of the body, nor of the soul; 
but only the state or condition of men in death, during the se- 
paration of the soul from the body. So that the prophecy 
shall run thus, ‘‘ Thou shalt not leave my soul in hell,” that is, 
Thou shalt not suffer me to remain in the common state of the 
dead, to be long deprived of my natural life, to continue with- 
out exercise, or power of exercising my vital faculty: and then 
the Creep will have this sense, that Christ was crucified, dead, 
and buried, and descended into heli; that is, he went unto the 
dead, and remained for a time in the state of death, as other 
men do. 

But this interpretation supposeth that which can never ap- 
pear, that Hades signifieth not death itself, nor the place where 
souls departed are, but the state and condition of the dead, or 
their permansion in death; which is a notion wholly new, and 
consequently cannot interpret that which representeth some- 
thing known and believed of old, according to the notions and 
conceptions of those times. And that this notion is wholly 
new, will appear, because not any of the ancient fathers is pro- 
duced to avow it, nor any of the heathen authors which are 
produced do aflirm it: nay, it is evident that the Greeks did 
always by Hades understand a place into which the souls of men 
were carried and conveyed, distinct and separate from that place 
in which we live; and that their different opinions shew, placing 
it, some in the earth, some under it, some in one unknown place 
of it, some in another. But especially Hades, in the judgment 
of the ancient Greeks, cannot consist with this notion of the 
state of death, and the permansion in that condition, because 
there were many which they believed to be dead, and to con- 
tinue in the state of death, which yet they believed not to be 
in Hades, as those who died before their time, and those whose 
bodies were unburied.* Thus likewise the ancient fathers dif- 


* The opinion of the ancient Greeks 
in this case is excellently expressed by 
Tertullian, who shews three kinds of men 
to be thought not to descend ad inferos 
when they die ; the first insepulti, the se- 
cond aori, the third bieothanati: * Credi- 
tum est, insepultos non ante ad inferos 
redigi quam justa perceperint.’ De Anim. 
c.56. ‘ Aiunt et immatura morte pre- 


ventas eousque vagari isthic, donec reli- 
quatio compleatur etatis, quacum per- 
vixissent, si non intempestive obiissent.’ 
Ibid. ‘Proinde extorres inferum habe- 
buntur, quas vi ereptas arbitrantur, pre- 
cipue per atrocitates suppliciorum ; crucis 
dico, et securis, et gladii, et fere.’ Ibid. 
The souls then of those whose bodies were 
unburied were thought to be kept out of 


arn 
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fered much concerning the place of the Infernus; but never 
any doubted-but that it signified some place or other:* and if 


hades till their funerals were performed, 
and the souls of them who died an un- 
timely or violent death, were kept from 
the same place until the time of their na- 
tural death should come. This he farther 
expresses in the terms of the magicians, 
whose art was conversant about souls de- 
parted: «Aut optimum est hic retineri, 
secundum ahoros (i. @. d#eovg), aut pessi- 
mum, secundum Bizothanatos (Biatoda- 
vérous), ut ipsis jam vocabulis utar, qui- 
bus auctrix opinionum istarum Magica 
sonat, Hostanes, et Typhon, et Dardanus, 


et Damigeron, et Nectabis, et Bernice. 
Publica jam literatura est, que animas 
etiam justa wtate sopitas, etiam proba 
morte disjunctas, etiam prompta buma- 
tione dispunctas, evocaturam se ab in- 
ferum incolatu pollicetur.’ Ibid. c. 57. Of 
that of the insepulti, he produceth the ex- 
ample of Patroclus: ‘ Secundum Home- 
ricum Patroclum funus in somnis de 
Achille flagitantem, quod non alias adire 
portas inferum posset, arcentibus eum 
longe animabus sepultorum.’ Ibid. c. 56. 
The place he intended is that, Iliad. ¥.71. 


Odmrre xk, OTT TaxioTA Tras diduo weEehow. 
THAE pet Elpyovow Luxal, eidwra nado, 
OLE ME HG piryEeras bie woramcte Ewe. 


In the same manner he describes Elpenor, Odyss. A. 51. 


TIpwrn 88 Luyn “EAmhyvogog iASev Eraigou. 
Od yde ww Ertan Vard ySovde edevodeing. 


Where it is the observation of Eusta- 
thius: “Or: da ny rote “EAAnTI, Tao Tay 
aSdnrav Luxas ai avapelyrurdar vais Aot- 
gaic. And the same LEustathius ob- 


serves an extraordinary accurateness in 
that question of Penelope concerning 
Ulysses, upon that same ground. Odyss. 
A. 831. 


Elmrou tt Coder, nat dea otog neAtoro* 
“H dn TéSunue, nat elv Aidao Sonor. 


To 82, ual dea Haig nrlou, OY deBdrnra ewolag 
neiras og Suvardv ov Cnv prsv, een Breqey dE, 
Olrw 92 nal 10, sly dda Sixsovos, wredg dugiberay 
Adyou ep6eSur nara yae rov ev rots ECG Indw- 
Snodpeevoy “EAAnViMoY fAUSov, ov wae TednUwE 
nah dy adou yiveras, el an nal avpa doth, nada 
xat 6 Tov Evpimidou Eupatver loavdweos: wore 
70, 4 n9n réSvnune, nat ely didao SMuoow, dyrt 
vou, 1 On véQvnxe, nal tédamra. It is 


here very observable that, according to 
the opinion of the Greeks, to be dead is 
one thing, and to be in hades is another: 
and that every one which died was notin 
hades, ov was reSvnndg ual tv ddov yiverat, as 
Jvustathius speaks. ‘ Legimus preterea 
in Sexto insepultorum animas vagas esse.’ 
Serv. in Eneid. iii. 67. The place which 
he intended, I suppose is this, 


Hec omnis, quam cernis, inops inhumataque turba est ; 

Portitor ille Charon ; hi, quos vehit unda, sepulti. 

Nec ripas datur horrendas nec rauca fluenta 

Transportare prius, quam sedibus ossa quierunt. 

Centum errant annos, volitantque hec littora circum.—Virg. in. vi. 325, 
‘aus he is to be understood in the description of the funeral of Polydorus, Zn. iii. 62. 


Ergo instauramus Polydoro funus, et ingens 
Aggeritur tumulo tellus,—animamque sepulc-o 


Condimus. 


Not that anima does there signify the body, 
as some have observed ; but that the soul 
of Polydorus was then in rest, when his 
body received funeral rites, as Servius : 
‘ Legimus preterea in Sexto insepultorum 
animas vagas esse, et hinc constat non 


legitime sepultum fuisse. Rite ergo, red- 
dita legitima sepultura, redit ad quietem 
sepulcri,’ saith Servius, Ain. iii. 67.; or 
rather, in the sense of Virgil, ad quietem 
inferni, according to the petition of Pali- 
nurus, Aun. vi. 371. 


Sedibus ut saltem placidis in morte quiescam. 


And that the soul of Polydorus was so 
wandering about the place where his 
body lay unburied, appeareth out of Eu- 
ripides in Hecuba, where he speaketh 
thus: v. 30. 

Nov imree pentess pine 

“Exabne dicom, chr’ Epnudoas Endy, 
Terratov nn péyyog aiweoupsevos. 


And in the Troades of the same poet this 
adn, or erratio vagabunda insepultorum, is 
acknowledged by the chorus in these 
words, v. 1073. 

7Q piros, ob qos pros, 

SV uty HPIimevos aratvess 

"ASamroc, avvdeos. 
And when their bodies were buried, then 
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they had conceived any such notion as the state of death, and 
the permansion of the dead in that state, they needed not to 
have fallen into doubts or questions ; the patriarchs and the 
prophets being as certainly in the state of death, and remaining 
so, as Corah, Dathan, and Abiram are, or any person which is 
certainly condemned to everlasting flames. Though therefore 
it be certainly true that Christ did truly and properly die, as 
other men are wont to do, and that after expiration he was in 
the state or condition of the dead, in deadlihood, as some have 
learned to speak; yet the Creep had spoken as much as this 
before, when it delivered that he was dead. And although it 
is true that he might have died, and in the next minute of time 
revived, and consequently his death not (precisely taken) sig- 
nify any permansion or duration in the state of death, and there- 
fore it might be added, he descended into hell, to signify farther 
a permansion or duration in that condition: yet if hed do sig- 
nify nothing else but the state of the dead, as this opinion doth 
suppose, then to descend into hell is no more than to be dead; and 
so notwithstanding any duration implied in that expression, 
Christ might have ascended the next minute after he descended 
thither, as well as he might be imagined to revive the next mi- 
nute after he died. Being then to descend into hell, according 
to this interpretation, is no more than to be dead; being no 
man ever doubted but that person was dead who died; being 
it was before delivered in the Creep that Christ died, or,as we 
render it, was dead: we cannot imagine but they which did add 
this part of the Article to the Creep, did intend something 
more than this, and therefore we cannot admit this notion as a 
full or proper exposition. 

There is yet left another interpretation grounded upon the 
general opinion of the Church of Cfrist in all ages, and upon 
a probable exposition of the prophecy of the Psalmist, taking 
the soul in the most proper sense for the spirit or rational part 
of Christ ; that part of a man which, according to our Saviour’s 
doctrine, the Jews could not kill; and looking upon hell, as a 


their souls passed into hades, to the rest. 
So was it with Polydorus, and that man 
mentioned in the history of the philoso- 
pher Athenodorus, whose umbru or phasma 
walked after his death. ‘Inveniuatur 
ossa inserta catenis et implicita, que cor- 
pus evo terraque putrefactum nuda et 


exesa reliquerat vinculis: collecta publice 
sepeliuntur; domus postea rite conditis 
manibus caruit.’ Plin. 1. vii. Epist. 27. 
This was the case of the insepulti. And 
for that of the bigothanati, it is remark- 
able that Dido threateneth Acneas, Ain. 
iv. 384. 


sequar atris ignibus absens, 


Et, cum frigida mors anima seduxerit artus, 


Omnibus umbra locis adero. 


Upon which place Servius observes : ‘ Di- 
cunt Physici Bizothanatorum animas non 
recipi in originem suam, nisi vagantes 
Jegitimum tempus faticompleverint ; quod 
Poete ad sepulturam transferunt, ut cen- 
tum errant annos (/En. vi. 332.). Hoc 
ergo nunc dicit Dido, Occisura me ante 


diem sum; vaganti mihi dabis penas: 
nam te persequar, et adero quamdiu er- 
ravero semper.’ 

* "Adne 32 rogros huaiy aesdig, Nyouy apayig 
wat dywwores, 6 Tag uxag hay evred Sev 
Exdnnotoas dex devog. Andreas Caesar. in 
Apocal. c. 64, 


yay 
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place distinct from this part of the world where we live, and 
distinguished from those heavens whither Christ ascended, into 
which place the souls of men were conveyed after or upon their 
death ; and therefore thus expounding the words of the Psalmist 
in the person of Christ: Thou shalt not suffer that soul of mine 
which shall be forced from my body by the violence of pain 
upon the cross, but resigned into thy hands, when it shall go 
into that place below where the souls of men departed are de- 
tained; I say, thou shalt not suffer that soul to continue there 
as theirs have done; but shalt bring it shortly from thence, and 
reunite it to my body. 

For the better understanding of this exposition, there are 
several things to be observed, both in respect to the matter of 
it, and in reference to the authority of the fathers. First, there- 
fore, this must be laid down as a certain and necessary truth, 
that the soul of man, when he dieth, dieth not, but returneth 
unto him that gave it, to be disposed of at his will and pleasure, 
according to the ground of our Saviour’s counsel, ‘‘ Fear not 
them which kill the body, but cannot kill the soul.” (Matt. x. 
28.) That better part of us therefore, in and after death, doth 
exist and live, either by virtue of its spiritual and immortal 
nature, as we believe; or at least the will of God, and his power 
upholding and preserving it from dissolution, as many of the 
fathers thought. This soul, thus existing after death, and se- 
parated from the body, though of a nature spiritual, is really 
and truly in some place; if not by way of circumscription, as 
proper bodies are, yet by way of determination and indistancy ; 
so that it is true to say, this is really and truly present here, 
and not elsewhere. 

Again, the soul of man, which, while he lived, gave life to 
the body, and was the fountain of all vital actions, in that se- 
parate existence after death, must not be conceived to sleep, 
or be bereft and stripped of all vital operations, but still to 
exercise the powers of understanding and of willing, and to 
be subject to the affections of joy and sorrow. Upon which 
is grounded the different estate and condition of the souls of 
men during the time of separation; some of them by the 
mercy of God being placed in peace and rest, in joy and hap- 
piness; others by the justice of the same God left to sorrow, 
pains, and misery. 

As there was this different state and condition before our 
Saviour’s death, according to the different kinds of men in 
this life, the wicked and the just, the elect and reprobate: so 
there were two societies of souls after death; one of them 
which were happy in the presence of God, the other of those 
which were left in their sins and tormented for them. Thus 
we conceive the righteous Abel, the first man placed in this 
happiness, and the souls of them that departed in the same 
faith to be gathered to him. Whosoever it was of the sons of 
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Adam, which first died in his sins, was put into a place of 
torment; and the souls of ail those which departed after with 
the wrath of God upon them were gathered into his sad society. 

Now as the souls at the hour of death are really separated 
from the bodies; so the place where they are in rest or misery 
after death, is certainly distinct from the place in which they 
lived. They continue not where they were at that instant 
when the body was left without life: they do not go together 
with the body to the grave; but as the sepulchre is appointed 
for our flesh, so there is another receptacle, or habitation and 
mansion, for our spirits. From whence it followeth, that in 
death the soul doth certainly pass by a real motion from that 
place, in which it did inform the body, and is translated to 
that place, and unto that society, which God of his mercy or 
justice hath allotted to it. And not at present to inquire into 
the difference and distance of those several habitations (but 
for method’s sake to involve them all as yet under the notion 
of the infernal parts, or the mansions below), it will appear to 
have been the general judgment of the Church, that the soul 
of Christ contradistinguished from his body, that better and 
more noble part of his humanity, his rational and intellectual 
soul, after a true and proper separation from his flesh, was 
really and truly carried into those parts below, where the souls 
of men before departed were detained; and that by sucha 
real translation of his soul, he was truly said to have descended 
into hell. 

Many have been the interpretations of the opinion of the 
fathers made of late; and their differences are made to ap- 
pear so great, as if they agreed in nothing which concerns this 
point: whereas there is nothing which they agree in more than 
this which I have already affirmed, the real descent of the 
soul of Christ unto the habitation of the souls departed. The 
persons to whom, and end for which he descended, they differ 
in; but as toa local descent into the infernal parts they all 
agree. Who were then in those parts, they could not certainly 
define; but whosoever were there, that Christ by the presence 
of his soul was with them, they all determined. 

That this was the general opinion of the Church, will appear, 
not only by the testimonies of those ancient writers who 
lived successively,* and wrote in several ages, and delivered 


* AsTIreneus: ‘Cumenim Dominus’ c.6. And Tertullian proves that the in- 


in medioumbre mortis abierit, ubi anime 
mortuorum erant, post deinde corporali- 
ter resurrexit—manifestum est, quia et 
discipulorum ejus, propter quos et hec 
operatus est Dominus, anime abibunt in 
invisibilem locum definitum eis a Deo, 
&c.’ I. v.c. 26. Clemens Alexandrinus 
was so clearly of that opinion, that he 
thought the soul of Christ preached sal- 
vation to the souls of hell. Strom. 1. vi. 


fert are a cavity in the earth where the 
souls of dead men are, because the soul 
of Christ went thither : ‘ Quod si Christus 
Deus, quia et homo mortuus secundum 
Scripturas, et sepultus secundum easdem, 
huic quoque legi satisfecit, forma humane 
mortis apud inferos functus, nec ante ad- 
scendit in sublimiora celorum quam de- 
scendit in inferiora terrarum, ut illic 
Patriarchas et Prophetas compotes sui 
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this exposition in such express terms as are not capable of 
any other interpretation; but also because it was generally 
used as an argument against the Apollinarian heresy: than 
which nothing can shew more the general opinion of the 
catholics and the heretics, and that not only of the present, 
but of the precedent ages. For it had been little less than 
ridiculous to have produced that for an argument to prove a 
point in controversy, which had not been clearer than that 
which was controverted, and had not been some wav acknow- 
ledged as atruth by both. Now the error of Apollinarius was, 
That Christ had no proper intellectual or rational soul, but that 
the Word was to him in the place of a soul: and the argu- 
ment produced by the fathers for the conviction of this error 
was, That Christ descended into hell,* which the Apollinarians 


faceret ; habes et regionem inferum sub- 
terraneam credere, et illos cubito pellere, 
qui satis superbe non putent animas fide- 
lium inferis dignas.’ De Anim. c. 55. 
Pupil copearos yevouevos buyn rats yuuvats 
coparay aire buyats. Orig.contra Celsum, 
1. ii. §. 43. ‘Ipsa anima, etsi fuitin abysso, 
jam non est, quia scriptum est, non dere= 
linques animam meam in inferno. S, Am- 
bros. de Incarn. c. 5. ‘Siergo secundum 
hominem, quem Verbum Deus suscepit, 
putamus dictum esse, hodie mecum eris in 
Paradiso, non ex his verbis in celo exi- 
stimandus est esse Paradisus. Neque 
enim ipso die in ccelo futurus erat homo 
Christus Jesus, sed in inferno secundum 
animam, in sepulcro autem,secundum 
carnem. Et de carne quidem, quod eo 
die in sepulcro sit posita, manifestum 
est evangelium. Quod vero illa anima in 
infernum descenderit, apostolica doctrina 
predicat. Quandoquidem B. Petrus ad 
hanc rem testimonium de Psalmis adhibet, 
Quoniam non derelingues animam meam in 
inferno, neque dabis sanctum tuum videre 
corruptionem. Illud de anima dictum est, 
quia ibi non est derelicta, unde tam cito 
remeavit ; illud de corpore, quod in se- 
pulcro corrumpi celeri resurrectione non 
potuit.’ S, August. Epist. 57. al, 187. ad 
Dardanum, c. 2. §. 5. 
Karaka énps nat ycovdg 
"Emridnpros Epapréens, 
KariBas Y vo Tagraee, 
Wuxay 084 prupia 
O@avarog vépev even. 
Oeifey ce yleav Tore 
"Aidag 6 Mararyeric, 
Kal AaoBopos nue 
Avex aorare Bndov. 
Synes. Hymn. ix. 7. 
Pox 86 4 Seta, viv meog averoy ra xoboa cuv- 
Sporty Te nal Evmow, naramepolrnue prev cig 
dev, Seomecmet Dé Suvdxrsr wal eLouria YX pc- 
jatyn, ual rots Eneioe mueiuacrnarepaivero, S. 


Cyril, Aler. Dial. de Incarn. t. v. par. i. 
p- 693. ‘O prev Fapog aired cane pedvoy 
umedefaro, ~Luxiv 3é pedvny 6 ddnc. Anast. 
apud Euthym. Panopl. par. ii. tit. 17. 
‘ Postquam igitur exaltatus est, id est, a 
Judzis in cruce suspensus, et spiritum 
reddidit, unita sue Divinitati anima ad 
inferorum profunda descendit.’ Auctor 
Serm. de tempore. ‘Corpore in sepulcro 
seposito, Divinitas cum anima hominis 
ad inferna descendens vocavit de locis 
suis animas sanctorum.’ Gaudentius Briz. 
Tract. 10. ‘In hoc Divinitas Christi vir- 
tutem suz impassibilitatis ostendit, que 
ubique, semper et ineffabiliter prasens, 
et secundum animam suam in inferno 
sine doloribus fuit, et secundum carnem 
suam in sepulcro sine corruptione jacuit ; 
quia nec carni sue defuit, cum animam 
suam in inferno dolere non sineret; nec 
animam suam in inferno deseruit, cum 
in sepulero carnem suam a corruptione 
servaret. Fulgent. ad Thrasimund. |. iii. 
C..Ol: 

* What the Apollinarian heresy was, 
is certainly known: they denied that 
Christ had a human soul, affirming the 
Word was to him in the place ofa soul. 
‘ Apollinaristas Apollinarius instituit, qui 
de anima Christi a catholicis dissense- 
runt, dicentes, sicut Ariani, Deum Chri- 
stum carnem sine anima suscepisse. In 
qua quzstione testimoniis evangelicis 
victi, mentem, qua rationalis est anima 
hominis, non fuisse in anima Christi, sed 
pro hac ipsum Verbum in ea fuisse, dix- 
erunt.’ S. August. de Heres. 55. Against 
this heresy the catholics argued from the 
descent into hell, as that which was ac- 
knowledged by them all, even by the 
Arians (with whom the Apollinarians in 
this agreed), as we have shewn before by 
three several creeds of theirs in which 
they expressed this descent. This is the 
argument of Athanasius in his fourth dia- 
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could not deny; and that this descent was not made by his 
Divinity, nor by his body, but by the motion and presence of 
his soul, and consequently, that he had a soul distinct both 
from his flesh and from the Word. Whereas if it could have 
then been answered by the heretics, as now it is by many, 
that his descent into hell had no relation to his soul, but to 


logue De Trinitate, which is particularly 
with an Apollinarian : “Qe7ee ox ndivaro 
6 @e0g av pevheats ual ey Tapy yeverSas, ef en 
Elyev 7d THDEevOy THpea* OUTMG ox ay EAEXON 
HATOMEY WETTAL TOU CHUATIC, MavTaKov wy 
nal TH WAT TELEX OV, Gi Ket ELE THY Yupt- 
Lopetvny ux, ped ig wal rors ev Sou euny- 
yericaro: Se yae alti avaxwpety TOU copa- 
Tog Aéyerat nal éy dSou yeyevicbar nal rodrd 
tors 70 Tse Hudy ev adov yeverSas dia tiv 
Luxiiv nal ev pavipars reSivat Ua TO capa. 
§.7. But because these dialogues may be 
questioned as not genuine, the same ar- 
gument may be produced out of his book 
De Incarnatione Christi, written particu- 
larly against Apollinarius: Metr@nre ody, 
Ort 6 Eombey huay avIewmMes Eorty i buy: rov- 
To nal Tig mMewTng WAdcoews dSeixvvovons, nat 
wig Sevtipag Siarvcews Snrovons, ov provev Ed 
nuty vodran Sernyupeévav, AAAA nal Ev aire ra 
Oavarn rod Xerorod edeluvuror 7d eevros Exe 
rapov pbdcay, 1 de reno dev Kalaca Sas- 
oeray 6 OTe TAY TOTwWY TOAAS peETewW Kat 
TOD peev Tahou THAaTIKnY EardEXoMEVoU Thy 
imiCacw, tuetoe wapiv TO cua, tou dé adov 
ATapLaTov’ WHE Exel Tagayv 6 Kupsos draparwe, 
ag avSemarog EvoutoOn umd rod Bavarov; ive 
juyatcs rats tv Sermots uatexoueevaic, meoppny 
iMag Lux fic avemdexroy ws Sextinny Tay Decay 
To Savarov Waparthicac, Wapoustay wapoveass, 
SsaponEn ra derud Juxav trav ty adov xea- 
rexouevov. 1. i. §. 13. Thus Euthymius, 
in his commentary upon the words of the 
Psalmist, ‘‘ Thou shalt not leave my soul 
in hell: TiOnok nat rie EAmiS0¢ Thy alriay, 
Kal yap ob eyuararsibers, puol, viv Luxny 
frou £19 adnv, Garou Tay TETEAEUTHKOTwY ab fu- 
Kat narinowrar roms yae 6a9ns bmd yiv dgro- 
HEXANQWMEVEG THIS TaV amobyncHEvTaY LuY ais? 
mov rolvwy 6 Afieog “AmoAAwdetos, 6 THY meor- 
Anddéicay cadena SoypeariCoy &luxoy “at 
dvouv ; we avontog. And from hence wemay 
nnderstand the words of Theodoret, who 
at the end of his exposition of this Psalm 
thus concludes: Ourog 6 Laruco nal viv 
’Ageiou wal rTiv Evvogetou nal AgroAAwaglou pes- 
vooraGesay ertyxer. Which is in reference 
to those words, ‘* Thou shalt not leave my 
soul in hell.” In the same manner, Le- 
porius Presbyter (‘quod male senserat de 
Incarnatione Christi, corrigens,’ as Gen- 
nadius observeth, Illust. Vir. cat. 60. and 
particularly disavowing that of the Arians 
and Apollinarians, ‘ Deum hominemque 
commixtum, et tali confusione carnis et 
verbi quasi aliquod corpus effectum’) does 


thus express the reality and distinction 
of the soul and body of the same Christ : 
‘Tam Christus filius Dei tunc mortuus 
jacuit in sepulcro, quam idem Christus 
filius' Dei ad inferna descendit; sicut 
beatus apostolus dicit, Quod autem ascen- 
dit, quid est nist quod descendit primum in 
inferiores partes terre? Ipse utique Do- 
minus et Deus noster Jesus Christus 
unicus Dei, qui cum anima ad inferna 
descendit, ipse cum anima et corpore 
ascendit ad Coelum.’ Libel. Emendationis, 
p- 23. And Capreolus, bishop of Car 
thage, writing against the Nestorian 
heresy, proveth that the soul of Christ was 
united to his Divinity when it descended 
into hell, and follows that argument, 
urging it at large; in which discourse 
among the rest he hath this passage : 
‘ Tantum abest, Deum Dei filium, incom- 
mutabilem atque incomprehensibilem, ab 
inferis potuisse concludi; ut nec ipsam 
adsumptionis animam, aut exitiabiliter 
susceptam aut tenaciter derelictam: sed 
nec carnem ejus credimus contagione ali- 
cujus corruptionis infectam. Ipsius nam- 
que vox est in Psalmo, sicut Petrus inter- 
pretatur apostolus, Non derelinquesanimam 
meam apud inferos,neque dabis sanctum tuum 
videre corruptionem.’ Epist.ad Hispan. p.50, 
Lastly, The true doctrine of the incarna- 
tion against all the enemies thereof, Apol- 
linarians, Nestorians, Eutychians, and 
the like, was generally expressed by de- 
claring the verity of the soul of Christ 
really present in hell, and the verity of 
his body at the same time really present 
in the grave ; as it is excellently deliver- 
ed by Fulgentius: ‘Humanitas vera Filii 
Dei nec tota in sepulcro fuit, nec tota 
in inferno; sed in sepulcro secundum 
veram carnem Christus mortuus jacuit, et 
secundum animam ad infernum Christus 
descendit ; et secundum eandem animam 
ab inferno ad carnem, quam in sepulcro 
reliquerat, rediit, secundum divinitatem 
vero suam, que nec loco tenetur nec fine 
concluditur, totus fuit in sepulcro cum 
carne, totus in infernocum anima: ac pro 
hoc plenus fuit ubique Christus ; quia non 
est Deus ab humanitate quam susceperat 
separatus, quiet in anima sua fuit, ut so- 
lutis inferni doloribus ab inferno victrix 
rediret, et in carne sua fuit, ut celeri re- 
surrectione corrumpi non posset.’ Ab 
Thrasimund. 1, iii, c. 34. 
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his body only, which descended to the grave; or that it was 
not a real, but only virtual, descent, by which his death ex- 
tended to the destruction of the powers of hell; or that his 
soul was not his intellectual spirit, or immortal soul, but his 
living soul, which descended into hell, that is, continued. in 
the state of death: I say, if any of these senses could have 
been affixed to this Article, the Apollinarians’ answer might 
have been sound, and the catholics’ argument of no validity. 
But being those heretics did all acknowledge this Article; 
being the catholic fathers did urge the same to prove the real 
distinction of the soul of Christ both from his Divinity and 
from his body, because his body was really in the grave when 
his soul was really present with the souls below ; it followeth 
that it was the general doctrine of the Church, that Christ did 
descend into hell by a local motion of his soul, separated from 
his body, to the places below where the souls of men departed 
were. | 

Nor can it be reasonably objected, that the argument of 
the fathers was of equal force against these heretics, if it be 
understood of the animal soul, as it would be if it were under- 
stood of the rational; as if those heretics had equally deprived 
Christ of the rational and animal soul. For it is most certain 
that they did not equally deprive Christ of both; but most of 
the Apollinarians denied a human soul to Christ only in re- 
spect of the intellectual part, granting that the animal soul of 
Christ was of the same nature with the animal soul,of other 
men.* If therefore the fathers had proved only that the ani- 
mal soul of Christ had descended into hell, they had brought 
no argument at all to prove that Christ had a human intellec- 
tual soul. It is therefore certain that the catholic fathers 
in their opposition to the Apollinarian heretics did declare, 
that the intellectual and immortal soul of Christ descended 
anto hell. ie 

The only question which admitted any variety of discrepance 
among the ancients was, Who were the persons to whose souls 
the soul of Christ descended? and that which dependeth on 
that question, What were the end and use of his descent? In 
this indeed they differed much, according to their several ap- 


* At first indeed the Apollinarians did 
so speak, as if they denied the human 


negare non potuerunt. Videte absurdi- 
tatem et insaniam non ferendam. Ani- 


soul in both acceptations ; but afterwards 
they clearly affirmed the Juy%, and denied 
the vos alone. So Socrates testifies of 
them: T[edregov ety EArcyov dvadrnpOivar rev 
avOewmroy brs Tov Beot Adyou éy rh olnovopeta 
Tic évavOowmrncews Luyiig dvev' eira wo Em 
peeravolag emsdogbovpeevor, meortOnuay uri 
Ey avEtrnpévar, voov OE obx Exe avTiV, GAN’ 
sivas Tov @edv Adyov dvrl vov éig tov avadn- 
plévra avOowroy. Hist. 1. ii. c. 46. ‘Nam 
et aliqui eorum fuisse in Christo animam 


mam irrationalem eum habere voluerunt, 
rationalem negaverunt; dederunt ei 
animam pecoris, subtraxerunt animam 
hominis.’ §. August. Tract. 47. in Ioan. 
§. 8. This was so properly indeed the 
Apollinarian heresy, that it was thereby 
distinguished from the Arian. ‘Nam 
Apollinariste quidem carnis et anime 
naturam sine mente adsumpsisse Domi- 
num credunt, Ariani vero carnis tantum- 
modo.’ Facundus, |. ix. c. 3. 
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prehensions of the condition of the dead, and the nature of the 
place into which the souls before our Saviour’s death were ga- 
thered ; some looking on that name which we translate now 
hell, hades, or infernus, as the common receptacle of the souls 
of all men,* both the just and unjust, thought the soul of 


* Some of the ancient fathers did be- 
lieve that the word adn; in the Scriptures 
had the same signification which it hath 
among the Greeks, as comprehending all 
the souls both of the wicked and the just ; 
and so they took infernus in the same la- 
titude. As therefore the ancient Greeks 
did assign one #dng for all which died, 
Tldvrag judg Syntovg aldng Seyeras* and xo- 
viv adny wavres nEoucw Bporol: as they made 
within that one @u3 two several recepta- 


cles, one for the good and virtuous, the 
other for the wicked and unjust (accord- 
ing to that of Diphilus, ap. Clem. Alex. 
Strom. v.c. 14. p. 721. 
Kat yae uaS” adny duo tpiGovg vopebComey, 
Miav Sinciov, xarbeay areCay oddy* 
and that of Plato, in Gorgia, p. 166. Oita 
ouy Emesday TEAEUTHT Wot, UiKaoOUTLY EY TH AEt~ 
pede bv TH Tedd, BF ig pecetov TH Odm, Hh prev 
sig prandewy vagous, n dé Eig Tagrapoyy and 
that of Virgil, Zn. vi. 540. 


Hic locus est, partes ubi se via findit in ambas : 
Dextera, que Ditis magni sub meenia tendit, 
Hac iter Elysium nobis : at leva malorum 
Exercet penas, et ad impia Tartara mittit.) 


as they did send the best of men to a3ns, 
there to be happy, and taught rewards to 
be received there as well as punishments : 
(Aéyeras S€ bd Tov merinod Tiydapou ravet 
Teoh Tay evoeRéwy ev adou, 
Toict Aaperrer reves &eAtov 
Tay evade yuTa xatw, 
Doiwinopodiat Ts Agtendiveg 
Elot meodoresoy avraiv. 
Plut. de Consolat. ad Apollon. 
0, rpsrbrCior 
Ketvos Bporéy, of ratira decy Sevres réAn 
Méawo &¢ adout roids yap cedvorg Exel 
Livéoth, tog Y arrows weve’ Exel naxed. 
Sophocl. ap. Plutarch. de Aud. Poet. c. 4.) 
so did the Jews also before and after our 
Saviour’s time. For Josephus says, the 
soul of Samuel was brought up é adov, and 
delivers the opinion of the Pharisees after 
this manner, Ant. Jud. |. xviii. c. 2. *A§a- 
varoy te loydy mio abrois, elvar nat vad 
Kov0g Sinarwrsig re nal Tiyeas oig dperhg F 
naniag Emirndevois ty TH Blo yéyoves and of 
the Sadducees after this manner: ¥uyiis 
Te Thy Srapeovny, Hat Tag xaO adou Tirwelag wat 
Ty4rg ayaspovot. Therefore the Jews 
which thought the souls immortal did be- 
lieve that the just were rewarded, as well 
as the unjust punished, id xOoves, or x28" 
adov. And so did also most of the ancient 
fathers of the Church. There was an 
ancient book written De Universi Natura, 
which some attributed to Justin Martyr, 
some to Ireneus, others to Origen, or to 
Caius a presbyter of the Roman Church 
in the time of Victor and Zephyrinus, a 
fragment of which is set forth by David 
Hoeschelius in his Annotations upon Pho- 
tius, delivering the state of 43n¢ at large. 
Tlegt 3 adou, Ev » cwvexovrar Puxal dimaloy 
Texal adlawy, avaynaioy ciety. Here then 
were the just and unjust in hades, but not 


in the same place. Of 92 Sixasor ey rao adn 
viv ev ouwvéyovrat, GAA’ Ov TH adTw Tory w 
xat of ddinor. Mia yde tig rovro +d yaptoy 
xdod0¢, &c. There was but one passage 
into the hades, saith he; but when that 
gate was passed, the just went on the 
right hand to a place of happiness, (Tovro 
J bya niKAnTKOEY KOAMoV APeadm) and 
the unjust on the left to a place of misery. 
Odrog 6 qe adou Abyos, ey w Luxal wravrey 
uarévovrat dypt Kaseod oy 6 eds dwpiorey. p. 
923. Tertullian wrote a tract, De Para- 
diso, now not extant, in which he express- 
ed thus much: ‘ Habes etiam de. Para- 
diso a nobis libellum, quo constituimus 
omnem animam apud Inferos sequestrari 
in diem Domini.’ De Anima, c. 55. St. 
Jerome on the third chapter of Ecclesi-- 
astes: ‘Ante adventum Christi omnia ad 
inferos pariter ducebantur : unde et Ja- 
cob ad inferos pariter descensurum se 
dicit; et Job pios et impios in inferno 
queritur retentari: et Evangelium, chaos 
magnum interpositum apud inferos; et 
Abraham cum Lazaro, et divitem in sup- 
pliciis, esse testatur.’ ad fin. And in his 
25th, al. 22nd, Epistle: ‘ Perfacilis ad 
ista responsio est; Luxisse Jacob filium, 
quem putabat occisum, ad quem et ipse 
erat ad inferos descensurus, dicens, De- 
scendam ad filium meum lugens in infernum : 
quia necdum Paradisi januam Christus 
effregerat, necdum flammeam illam rom- 
pheam et vertiginem presidentium Che- 
rubin sanguis ejus exstinxerat. Unde et 
Abraham, licet in loco refrigerii, tamen 
apud inferos cum Lazaro fuisse scribitur.’ 
col. 57. And again: ‘ Nequeo satis 
Scripture laudare mysteria, et divinum 
sensum in verbis licet simplicibus admi- 
rari: quod, Moyses plangitur: et Jesus 
Nave, vir sanctus, sepultus fertur, et ta- 
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Christ descended unto those which departed in the true faith 
and fear of God, the souls of the patriarchs and the prophets, 
and the people of God. 

But others there were who thought hades or infernus was 
never taken in the Scriptures for any place of happiness;* and 
therefore they did not, conceive the souls of the patriarchs or 
the prophets did pass into any such infernal place; and con- 
sequently, that the descent into hell was not his going to the 
prophets or the patriarchs, which were not there. For as, if it 
had been only said that Christ had gone unto the bosom of 
Abraham, or to paradise, no man would ever have believed 
that he had descended into hell ; so that, being it is only written, 
“Thou shalt not leave my soul in hell,” it seems incongruous 
to think that he went then unto the patriarchs who were not 
there. 

Now this being the diversity of opinions anciently in re- 
spect of the persons unto whose souls the soul of Christ de- 
scended at his death, the difference of the end or efficacy of 
that descent is next to be observed. Of those who did believe 
the name of Hades to belong unto that general place which 
comprehended all the souls of men (as well those who died in 
the favour of God, as those who departed in their sins), some 
of them thought that Christ descended to that place of Hades, 
where the souls of all the faithful, from the death of the righte- 


men fletus non esse scribitur. Nempe 
illud, quod in Moyse, id est, in lege ve- 
teri, sub peccato Adam omnes tenebantur 
elogio, et ad inferos descendentes conse- 
queater lacrymx prosequebantur In 
Jesu vero, id est, in Evaugelio, per quem 
Paradisus est apertus, mortem gaudia 
prosequuntur.’ Ibid. To medrepov6 SAvarog 
gig Tov ddnv narhye yuri OF 6 Odvaros mpog Toy 


Xpiordy wagameumet. S. Chrysost. Panegyr.. 


ad Sanctas Mart. Bern. et Prosdoc. &c. t. v. 
orat. 65. And in his Tractate proving that 
Christ is God, he makes this exposition 
of Isaiah, xlv. 2. TWaas yaruns cuvbadca, 
ual proxroug osdnpotg cuvtpibw, wal dvoigw 
Sneaveoie cxorevods, asroupipouc, aogdrous 
avadeiEw cos Tov adny orm xara. Ebyap nal 
Bong hy, aA buyas Eneares aylas, nal oxein 
rita, Tov ARBeadw, Tov Ioadn, Tov Taxol: 
3:0 wat Oncavpovg éxadrece, This doctrine 
was maintained by all those who believed 
that the soul of Samuel was raised by the 
witch of Endor: for though he were so 
ereat a prophet, yet they thought that he 
was in hades ; andnot only so, but under 
the power of Satan. Thus Justin Martyr 
in his Dialogue with Trypho, p. 353. 
Oaveras de nab Ore wacat at buyal Trav oUTHS 
Sinaiwv xa meopnrav vmwd eLouciay Emrvarrov 
sav rowovrav duvdpreov, Saroia 3é net ev Eyyar 
oTpievow éxcin & avrav mpaypedtov 5.000- 
yeiras, Who was followed in this by 


Origen, Anastasius, Antiochenus, and 
others. 

* St. Augustin began to doubt of that 
general reason ordinarily given of Christ’s 
descent into hell, to bring the patriarchs 
and prophets thence, upon this ground, 
that he thought the word infernus was 
never taken in the Scripture with a good 
sense: ‘ Quauquam illud me nondum in- 
venisse confiteor, inferos appellatos, ubi 
justorum anime acquiescunt.’ De Genesi 
ad literam, |. xii. c. 33. ¢ Proinde, ut 
dixi, nondum inveni, etadhuc quero; nec 
miki occurrit inferos alicubi in bono posu- 
isse Scripturam, duntaxat Canonicam.’ 
Ibid. ‘Non facile alicubi Scripturarum 
inferorum nomen positum invenitur iu 
bono.” Epist. 57. al. 187. §. 6. ‘ Pra- 
sertim quia ne ipsos quidem inferes us- 
piam Scripturarum in bono appellatos 
potui reperire. Quod si nusquam in di- 
vinis auctoritatibus legitur, non utique 
sinus ille Abrahex, id est, secrete cujus- 
dam quietis habitatio, aliqua pars infero- 
rum fuisse credenda est. Quanquam in 
his ipsis tanti Magistri verbis, ubi ait 
dixisse Abraham, Inter vos et nos chaos 
magnum firmatum est, satis, ut opinor, ap- 
pareat, non esse quandam partem quasi 
membrum inferorum tantz illius felicitatis 
sinum.’ Epist. 99, al. 164. §. 7. 
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ous Abel to the death of Christ, were detained ;* and there dis- 
solving all the power by which they were ‘detained below, 
translated them into a far more glorious place, and estated 
them in a condition far more happy in the heavens above. 
Others of them understood no such translation of place, or 
alteration of condition there, conceiving that the souls of all 
men are detained below still,+ and shall not enter into heaven 


* This is the opinion generally received 
in the Schools, and delivered as the sense 
of the Church of God in all ages: but 
though it were not so general as the 
achoolmen would persuade us, yet it is 
certain that many of the fathers did so 
understand it. ‘O jév ent oorngha ray ey 
adou Lux dy Magner, Ex pronpay alavey THY ddte 
Sw avrov wegtnevoucay. HKuseb. de Demon- 
strat. 1. x.c. 8. Karnaéey ig ra nara Bove, 
iva naxeidev Avtpwonras Tog Sinaious. Cyril. 
Catech. iv. §. 8. "HYAEAaE yap f Sedrng te- 
Agody TA wavra TaKATE paverrhpicy rod mwdboug, 
xt ov fi Lux narenrdeiy clora narax Bona, 
Em +0 b BeydoacBas Thy Enel TGV TPOKEKOL AN (LE 
yov cwrnelav, put Trav aylov Tareacyay. 
‘Translatus erat Enoch, raptus Elias: 
sed non est servus supra Dominum. Nul- 
lus enim ascendit in calum, nisi qui descen- 
ditdecawlo. Nam et Moysen, licet corpus 
ejus non apparuerit in terris, nusquam 
tamen in gloria coelesti legimus, nisi post- 
quam Dominus sue resurrectionis pignore 
vincula solvit inferni, et piorum animas 
elevavit.’ S. Ambros. 1. iv. de Fide ad 
Gratianum,c.1. ‘Qui in eo loco detine- 
bantur sancti, vinculorum solutionem in 
Christi adventu sperabant. Nemo enim 
ab inferni sedibus liberatur nisi per 
Christi gratiam. Eo igitur post mortem 
Christus descendit. Ut Angelus in ca- 
minum Babylonis ad tres pueros liberan- 
dos descendit, ita Christus ad fornacem 
descendit inferni, in quo clause justorum 
anime tenebantur. Postquam eo de- 
scendit, inferorum claustra perfodit, diri- 
puit, vastavit, spoliavit, vinctas inde ani- 
mas liberando.’ S. Hier. in Ecclesiasten. 

+ Justin Martyr in his Dialogue with 
Trypho first begins : "ANAL [ev ovde amrobvn- 
ous nyt maces TAG uxase eye (Egacuoy vag 
HY wo adnOas To¥g nanots)* ANAS ae TAS prey 
evceCay ev npr revi mor xaip fever, rag Se 
adinoug nat momeds ev XEleovt, TOY THe uploEews 
exdexoutvac xpovev Tore. p. 223. After him 
Ireneus: ‘Cum Dominus in medio um- 
bre mortis abierit, ubi animi mortuorum 
erant, post deinde corporaliter resurrexit, 
et post resurrectionem assumptus est; 
manifestum est quia et discipulorum ejus, 
propter quos et hec operatus est Domi- 
nus, anime abibunt in invisibilem locum 
definitum eis a Deo, et ibi usque ad re- 
surrectionem commorabuntur, sustinentes 
resurrectionem ; post recipientes corpora 


et perfecte resurgentes, hoc est, corpora- 
liter, qaemadmodum et Dominus resur- 
rexit, sic venient in conspectum Dei. 
Nemo enim est discipulus super magi- 
strum: perfectus autem omnis erit sicut 
magister ejus. Quomodo ergo magister 
noster non statim evolans abiit, sed su- 
stinens definitum a Patre resurrectionis 
sue tempus, (quod et per Jonam mani- 
festum est) post triduum resurgens as- 
sumptus est ; sic et nos sustinere debemus 
definitum a Deo resurrectionis nostre 
tempus prenunciatum a Prophetis, et sic 
resurgentes assumi, quotquot Dominus 
hoc dignos habuerit.2 Adv. Heres. 1. 
v. c. 26. ‘Tertullian followeth Ireneus 
in this particular: ‘ Habes et regionem 
inferam subterraneam credere et illos cu- 
bito pellere, qui satis superbe non putent 
animas fidelium inferis dignas, servi super 
Dominum et discipuli super magistrum, 
aspernati si forte in Abrahe sinu exspec- 
tande resurrectionis solatium carpere.’ 
De Anim. c. 55. ‘Nulli patet ccelum, 
terra adhuc salva, ne dixerim clausa. 
Cum transactione enim mundi reserabun- 
turregna ccelorum.’ Ibid. ‘ Kam itaque 
regionem sinum dico Abrahzw, etsi non 
ceelestem, sublimiorem tamen inferis, in- 
terim refrigerium prebituram animabus 
justorum, donec consummatio rerum re- 
surrectionem omnium plenitudine mer- 
cedis expungat.’ Adv. Marcion. 1. iv. c. 
34. ‘Omnes ergo anime penes inferos ? 
Inquis. Velis et nolis, et supplicia jam 
illic et refrigeria habes, pauperem et di- 
vitem. Cur enim non putes animam et 
puniri et foveri in inferis, interim sub 
exspectatione utriusque judicii in quadam 
usurpatione et candida ejus? De Anima, 
c. 58. St. Hilary, in his Commentary 
upon these words of the Psalm, ‘ Dominus 
custodiet et introitum tuum et exitum tuwin 
ex hoc et usque in seculum : Non enim tem- 
poris hujus et seculi est ista custodia, non 
aduri sole atque luna, et ab omni malo 
conservari: sed futuri boni exspectatio 
est, cum exeuntes de corpore ad introitum 
illum regni ccelestis per custodiam Do- 
mini fideles omnes reservabuntur, in sinu 
scilicet interim Abrahe collocati, quo 
adire impios interjectum Chaos inhibet, 
quousque introeundi rursum in regnum 
coelorum tempus adyeniat. Custodit er- 
go Dominus exitum, dum de corpore ex- 
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until the general resurrection. They made no such distinction 
at the death of Christ, as if those which believed in a Saviour 
to come should be kept out of heaven till he came, and those 
which now believe in the same Saviour already come, should 
be admitted thither immediately upon their expiration. 

But such as thought the place in which the souls of the pa- 
triarchs did reside could not in propriety of speech be called 
hell, nor was ever so named in the Scriptures, conceived, that 
as our Saviour went to those who were included in the proper 
hell, or place of torment, so the end of his descent was to de- 
liver souls from those miseries which they felt, and to translate 
them to a place of happiness and a glorious condition. They 
which did think that hell was wholly emptied, that every soul 
was presently released from all the pains which before it suf- 
fered, were branded with the name of heretics:* but to believe 


euntes secreti ab impiis interjecto Chao 
quiescunt. Custodit et introitum, dum 
nos in eternum illud et beatum regnum 
introducit.’ Tract. in Psal. cxx. §. 16. 
And at the end of the second Psalm; 
* Judicii enim dies vel beatitudinis retri- 
butio est eterna, vel poene : tempus vero 
mortis habet unumquemque suis legibus, 
dum ad judicium unumquemque aut Abra- 
ham reservat aut poena.’ §. 48. Thus 
Gregory Nyssen still leaves the patriarchs 
in Abraham’s bosom, in expectation of 
admittance into heaven: Kat yap o: aepi 
Tov "ABpadme mar propyat rou prev Ely Ta aya 
Oa viv émbuntay Exrov, nal odu avixavemin- 
roovtes riv eqovednoy wareida wabas pnow 6 
"Amsaronos aAAG Sets ev TH EAmiCe ert Thy 
yao sizl, rov Oe neeirrdv vt TrEph newy We0- 
Craelbamévov, xara tiv TOU Tlavaou pwyvay, tye 
i, duct, xwpic hpraiv rernerwOaer. De Homi- 
nis Opificio,c. 22.. These therefore which 
conceived that the souls of the godly now 
after Christ’s ascension do go unto the 
bosom of Abraham, where the patriarchs 
and prophets were and are, and that both 
remain together till the general resurrec- 
tion, did not believe that Christ did there- 
fore descend into hell, that he might trans- 
late the patriarchs from thence into heaven. 

* St. Augustin in his book, De Here- 
sibus reckons this as the seventy-ninth 
heresy: ‘Alia, descendente ad infernos 
Christo credidisse incredulos, et omnes 
inde existimat liberatos.’ And though he 
gives the heresy without a name, as he 
found it in Philastrius, yet we find the 
opinion was not very singular. For Euo- 
dius propounded it to St. Augustin as a 
question in which he desired satisfaction : 
« An descendens Christus omnibus evan- 
gelizavit; omnesque a tenebris et penis 
per gratiam liberavit, ut a tempore re- 
surrectionis Domini judicium exspectetur 
exinanitis inferis? Ep. 98. al. 163. ad 


S, August. And in his answer to that 
question, he looks not upon the affirma- 
tive part as a heresy, but as a doubtful 
proposition. His resolution, first, is, that 
it did not concern the prophets and the 
patriarchs, because he could not see how 
they should be thought to be in hell, and 
so capable of a deliverance from thence : 
‘ Addunt quidam hoc beneficium antiquis 
etiam Sanctis fuisse concessum, Abel, 
Seth, Noe, et domui ejus, Abraham, 
Isaac, et Jacob, aliisque patriarchis et 
prophetis, ut cum Dominus in infernum 
venisset, illis doloribus solverentur. Sed 
quonam modo intelligatur Abraham, in 
cujus sinum pilus etiam pauper ille sus- 
ceptus est, in illis fuisse doloribus, ego 
quidem non video: explicant fortasse qui 
possunt.’ [pist. 99. al. 164. ad Euodium, 
§. 6, 7. Et paulo post: ‘ Unde illis justis, 
qui in sinu Abrahe erant cum ille in in- 
ferna descenderet, nondum quid contu- 
lisset inveni, a quibus eum secundum 
beatificam presentiam sue Divinitatis 
nuuquam video recessisse.’ §. 8. And 
yet in another he will not blame them 
that believed the contrary, nor did he 
think their opinion absurd: ‘Si enim 
non absurde credi videtur, antiquos 
etiam Sanctos, qui venturi Christi tenue- 
runt fidem, locis quidem a tormentis im- 
plorum remotissimis, sed apud inferos, 
fuisse, donec eos inde sanguis Christi ad 
ea loca descensus erueret, &c.’ De Civi- 
tate Dei, |. xx. c. 15. His second reso- 
lution was, that Christ did by his descent 
relieve some out of the pains of hell, 
taking hell in the worst sense: ‘ Quia 
evidentia testimonia et infernum com- 
memorant et dolores, nulla causa occur- 
rit, cur illo credatur venisse Salvator, 
nisi ut ab ejus doloribus salvos faceret.’ 
Epist. 99..al. 164. §. 8. ‘Quamobrem te- 
neamus firmissime quod fides habet fun- 
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that many were delivered, was both by them and many others 


counted orthodox. 


The means by which they did conceive that Christ did free 
the souls of men from hell, was the application of his death 
unto them, which was propounded unto those souls by preach- 
ing of the Gospel there :* that as he revealed here on earth the 


datissima auctoritate firmata, quia Chri- 
stus mortuus est secundum Scripturas, et 
quia sepultus est, et quia resurrexit tertia 
die secundum Scripturas ; et cetera que 
de illo testatissima veritate conscripta 
sunt. In quibus etiam hoc est, quod 
apud inferos fuit, solutis eorum dolori- 
bus, quibus eum erat impossible teneri ; 
a quibus etiam recte intelligitur solvisse 
et liberasse quos voluit.’ Ibid. §. 14. His 
third resolution was, that how many 
these were which were delivered out of 
hell was uncertain, and therefore teme- 
rarious to define: ‘Sed utrum omnes 
quos in eis invenit, an quosdam quos illo 
beneficio dignos judicavit, adhuc requi- 
ro.’ Ibid. §. 8.‘ Hoc scilicet quod scri- 
ptum est, Solutis doloribus inferni, non in 
omnibus, sed in quibusdam accipi po- 
test, quos ille dignos ista liberatione ju- 
dicabat: ut neque frustra illic descen- 
disse existimetur, nulli eorum profyturus 
qui ibi tenebantur inclusi; nec tamen 
sit consequens, ut quod Divina quibus- 
dam misericordia justitiaque concessit, 
omnibus concessum esse putandum sit.’ 
Ibid. §. 5. ‘ Potest et sic, ut eos dolores 
eum solvisse credamus quibus teneri ipse 
non poterat, sed quibus alii tenebantur 
quos ille noverat liberandos. Verum qui- 
nam isti sunt temerarium est definire. 
Si enim omnes omnino dixerimus tunc 
esse liberatos qui illuc inventi sunt, quis 
non gratuletur, si hoc possimus ostendere?’ 
Ibid. §. 5, 4. Thus the opinion of St. 
Augustin is clear, that those which de- 
parted in the faith of Christ were before 
in happiness and the beatifical presence 
of God, and so needed no translation by 
the death of Christ ; and of those which 
were kept in the pains of hell, some were 
loosed and delivered from them, some 
were not ; and this was the proper end 
or effect of Christ’s descent into hell. 
Thus Capreolus: ‘Ipse in homine est 
visitare inferorum dignatus abstrusa, et 
prepositos mortis presentia invicte ma- 
jestatis exterruit, et propter liberandos 
quos voluit, inferorum portas reserari 
precepit.’ Epist. ad Hispanos, p. 49. St. 
Ambrose: ‘Ipse autem inter mortuos liber 
remissionem in inferno positis, soluta 
mortis lege, donabat.’ De Incarn. c. 5. 
“Orov yee evOds cuvdcicag roy adny, nal TA¢ 
apiuroug Teg THY KExonntvov wEvuariy 
AVAMETATAS TUAAG, Eeneedy TE Kal pLovoy ahélS 
Entice Tov SidCoroy dvertn. S. Cyril. Homil. 


Pasch. 7. t. v. par. 2. p. 91. Whospeaks 
fullas high of those words of Euodius, 
or that heretic, whosoever it was, which 
is mentioned, though not named, by 
Philastrius, lib. de Heres. 74. For Eegnpsos 
ual prévog S4Bodog, is as much as, infer? er- 
inaniti; and usvdcag to Oavirou puxev 
(which he useth in another homily) is 
the same. 

* This preaching of the Gospel to the 
dead, was the general opinion of the fa- 
thers, as the end of his descent, or means, 
by which that good was wrought for the 
souls below, which was effected by his 
death. ‘Eapropter Dominum in ea que 
sub terra descendisse, evangelizantem et 
illis adventum suum, remissam peccato- 
rum exsistentem his qui credunt in eum. 
Crediderunt autem in eum omnes qui 
sperabant in eum, id est, qui adventum 
ejus prenunciaverunt, et dispositionibus 
ejus servierunt, Justi, et Prophete, et 
Patriarch, quibus similiter ut nobis re- 
misit peccata.’ Ireneus, adv. Her. 1. iv. 
c. 45. Evegyel yae, oirat, nat 6 Satie, Em} +o 
cae Epyov avrod’ Gaep cuv Kai mremroinuev, 
Tove big aitoy mioretoas BeCouAnmévoug die 
TOU unevymaTos, Oro mor ETUKOY yEyovTES, 
BAnucas big owrnplay. Et eeev ouv 6 Kupiog Os" 
oudéy Eregey elo adou marirGev, Oa 7d 
elayyenicacbas, Domes XATHAEV, NTO wavTas 
eiayyericagSat, % provoug “ERpatoug. Et xuev 
OU TaVTAG, TWINTOVT AL BAYTES ob MIoTECcay- 
Teo, nav EE EOvaY OvTes TUX WoW, ELomLoAoyNca- 
fetvos On éxet. Clem. Alex. Strom. |. vi.c. 6. 
Tesnprepos yae dveBlw ungueag ual rotg Ev pu- 
Aah mveyuart, TAngeorarn yap orm i 
Tig didavSpamlag emidedig tv, ta pun p2dvoy 
dvarhiras pnt, rove ett Cavrac emt rig vic, 
AAd Kal Toro ndn RaATOLNOKLEVOIS, Kat ey Tots 
Tig &Buooou peuxors naOnprévors EVoxdTw, HaTa 
TO yeyeapprtvov, Siaxngu£ar tiv ade. 8. 
Cyril. Alex. in Ioan. |. xi. c. 2. p. 933. 
Thoaaravos Siapagriperar h yeah, oy redaroy 
Tog Tuvinade Cart, Toy abToy Kat ToIg ev dou 
da Xgiorod iy amoditewow wapayevicSas, 
Atyes yap 6 TaV peadnraiv nopudatos, Eig rovro 
yae amtOave xal dvicrn, tva nal veneav uat 
Cavrav xueivon Kal warw, Tole ty pudaxn 
moeevbels exheute mvevmuacw, tya neOacr prev 
caput, Caos OE mveipmatir TouTEctiY, Cows ob 
pesy amicros, wal Od TovTO auaprwAol, peeme- 
winores naraneiOacw, ate d% GAoKANpwS cae 
yeyovires, nal Sixorountévres TOU mvEvLATOC* 
Boor Se nav ty adou Xpiord +H Uxatocdvn we~ 
MICTEUMATL, THS MVEV MATING EUDOTUING a7Fo= 
Aatwos. Jobius apud Photium, |. ix. c. 38. 
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will of God unto the sons of men, and propounded himself as 
the object of their faith, to the end that whosoever believed 
in him should never die; so after his death he shewed himself 
unto the souls departed, that whosoever of them would yet 
accept of and acknowledge him should pass from death to life. 

Thus did they think the soul of Christ descended into hell 
to preach the Gospel to, the spirits there, that they might receive 
him who before believed in him, or that they might believe in 
him who before rejected him. But this cannot be received as 
the end, or way to effect the end, of Christ’s descent: nor can 
[ look upon it as an illustration of this Article, for many rea- 
sons. For, first, I have already shewn that the place of St. 
Peter, so often mentioned for it, is not capable of that sense, 
nor hath it any relation to our Saviour after death ; secondly, 
The ancients seem upon no other reason to have interpreted 
this place of St. Peter in that manner, but because other 
Apocryphal Writings led them to that interpretation, upon the 
authority whereof this opinion only can rely. A place of the 
prophet Jeremy was first produced,* that ‘The Lord God of 
Israel remembered his dead, which slept in the land of the 
grave, and descended unto them, to preach unto them his sal- 
vation.’ But being there is no such verse extant in that pro- 
phet or any other, it was also delivered that it was once in the 
translation of the Septuagint, but rased out from thence by the 
Jews, which as it can scarcely be conceived true, so if it were, 
it would be yet of doubtful authority, as being never yet found 
in the Hebrew text. And Hermes, in his book called the 
Pastor, was thought to give sufficient strength to this opinion ;+ 


* Justin Martyr in his Dialogue with  tworum suorum, eorum qui ante dormierunt 
Trypho the Jew: Kal ard rav ASywv rod in terra stipulationis (lege, sepultionis), et 
avrou “lepeetou dxrctwo Tata mwepséxolav, Eu-  descendit ad eos, extrahere eos, et salvare 
ud x us € \ > wr x ~ ~ ees y . © 
vngOn Sé Kupsog 6 Osd¢ ard Icgania trav vexeav eos.’ Thus did Ireneus make use of this 


AUTOU Ta KEnorantrevon elo Yiiv yapraros, nol 
xaréBn Tpdg avTous EvayyeAicardas aToig Td 
cwrneov arto. p. 298. This place is first 
brought by Ireneus, to prove that he 
whicu died for us was not only man but 
God: ‘ Et quoniam non solum homo erat 
qui moriebatur pro nobis, ait Esaias, Et 
commemoratus est Dominus Sanctus Israel 
mortuorum suorum, quia (leg. qui) dormie- 
rant in terra sepultionis, et descendit ad eos, 
evangelisare salutem que est ab eo, ut sal- 
varet eos.’ Adv. Heres. |. iii. c. 23. Only 
he names Isaiah instead of Jeremiah, 
whom he rightly names again: ‘ Sicut 
Hieremias ait, Recommemoratus est Do- 
minus Sanctus Israel mortuorum, &c.’ 1. 
iv. c. 39. Andas there, so more plainly, 
l.v. c. 26. applies it to the soul of Christ 
while it was absent from his body: 
‘Nunc autem tribus diebus conversatus 
est ubi erant mortui, quemadmodum pro- 
phetia ait de eo, Commemoratus est Domi- 
nus Sanctorum (lege, Sanctus Israel) mor- 


verse, to shew Christ preached unto the 
dead, rather than that of St. Peter; and 
yet there is no authority in it. For it is 
not to be found in the Hebrew text, and 
Justin, Martyr charges the Jews only of 
rasing it out of the LXX. which how 
they could do out of those copies which 
were in the Christians’ hands is scarce 
intelligible ; and yet it is not now to be 
found there. 

+ Clemens Alexandrinus first brings a 
strange place of Scripture to prove 
Christ’s preaching in hell, Strom. |. vi. 
c. G. Asdmep 6 Kupsos, sinyysnicaro ual roig 
ev cdou. Onot y ow h ypaph, Agvet 6 adns TH 
amoAEin, ElSog peev atvrod oun etdomeey, pany 02 
avrov nxovcamev’ which he thus interprets : 
Ody 6 tomo Sharov aviv AaGav elorey Te 
mposionueévea, GAD’ of ev adov naTarayevres nat 
Elo dorongiew avo tyedondres, atawer Ex 
Tivos vewg eig O4rarcay Exovres dmopolbavrec: 
aio rolvwy sioly of émanrvoavrss Tig Seles 
Suvdprewg xa pavige and then seeming to 
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whereas the book itself is of no good authority, and in this 
particular is most extravagant; for he taught that not only the 
soul of Christ, but also the souls of the apostles, preached to 
the spirits below; that as they followed his steps here, so did 
they also after their death, and therefore descended to preach 
in hell. 

Nor is this only to be suspected in reference to those pre- 
tended authorities which first induced men to believe it, and 
to make forced interpretations of Scripture to maintain it; but 
also to be rejected in itself, as false and inconsistent with the 
nature, scope, and end, of the Gospel (which is to be preached 
with such commands and ordinances as can concern those only 
which are in this life), and as incongruous to the state and con- 
dition of those souls to whom Christ is supposed to preach. 
For if we look upon the patriarchs and prophets, and all saints 
before departed, it is certain they were never disobedient in 
the days of Noah; nor could they need the publication of the 
Gospel after the death of Christ, who by virtue of that death 
were accepted in him while they lived, and by that acceptation 
had received a reward long before. If we look upon them who 
died in disobedience, and were in torments for their sins, they 
cannot appear to be proper objects for the Gospel preached. 
The rich man, whom we find in their condition, desired one 
might be sent from the dead to preach unto his brethren then 
alive, lest they also should come unto that place; but we find 
no hopes he had that any should come from them which were 
alive to preach to him. For if the living, who “heard not 
Moses and the prophets, would not be persuaded though one 
rose from the dead ;” (Luke xvi. 31.) surely those who had been 
disobedient unto the prophets, should never be persuaded after 
they were dead. 

Whether therefore we consider the authorities first introduc- 
ing this opinion, which were apocryphal; or the testimonies of 
Scripture, forced and improbable; or the nature of this preach- 
ing, inconsistent with the Gospel; or the persons to whom 
Christ should be thought to preach (which, if dead in the faith 
and fear of God, wanted no such instruction; if departed in 


aim at the place of St. Peter, he passes 
to another proof, which he had produced 
in his second book: Aédemras 82 udv te 
Yevripw Trpwuarer, Toe “Aarorréaous, axo- 
Aovbws ta Kugiw, xat rods ev ado ednyye- 
Acpevovgs which he there proved by 
the authority of his book called Pastor, 
and attributed to Hermes: ‘O ‘Eguiic 38 
—— gnel rors “AmorréAoug ual tovg dda- 
THarOUG, TOS UneUEaVTAG TO dvoKG TOU vid 
Tov Oto, nai xoendévrac, TH Suvdprer Kad +7 
miorss uneveas Tors Weonsnotenpeevors. Strom. 
1. ii. c. 9. which words are thus in the 
old Latin translation of Hermes, |. iii. 
Sim. 9.  Quoniam hi Apostoli et doc- 


tores qui predicaverunt nomen Filii 
Dei, cum habentes fidem ejus et potesta- 
tem defuncti essent, predicaverunt his 
qui ante obierunt.’ And then Clemens 
supplies that authority with a reason of 
his own, that as the apostles were to 
imitate Christ while they lived,so they did 
also imitate him after death : "Exefv yp, 
Orpeees, Homes RaVTAdTa, TwG OE NdKEIoE TOUS 
deioroug rév pabntay pruntag yeveodas TOD 
Sidacxdrov. Stromat. |. vi. c. 6. And 
therefore they preached to the souls in 
heli as Christ did before them. This is 
the doctrine of Clemens Alexandrinus 
out of his Apocryphal Authorities. 
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infidelity and disobedience, were unworthy and incapable of 
such a dispensation), this preaching of Christ to the spirits in 
prison cannot be admitted either as the end, or as the means 
proper to effect the end, of his descent into hell. 

Nor is this preaching only to be rejected as a means to pro- 
duce the effect of Christ’s descent; but the effect itself pre- 
tended to be wrought thereby, whether in reference to the just 
or unjust, is by no means tobe admitted. For though some of 
the ancients thought, as is shewn before, that Christ did there- 
fore descend into hell, that he might deliver the souls of some 
which were tormented in those flames, and translate them to a 
place of happiness: yet this opinion deserveth no acceptance, 
neither in respect of the ground or foundation on which it is 
built, nor in respect of the action or effect itself. The autho- 
rity upon which the strength of this doctrine doth rely, is that 
place of the Acts, (11. 24.) whom God hath raised up, loosing the 
pains of hell, for so they read it ;« from whence the argument is 
thus deduced: God did loose the pains of hell when Christ was 
raised. But those pains did not take hold of Christ himself, 
who was not to suffer any thing after death; and consequently 
he could not be loosed from or taken out of those pains in 
which he never was: in the same manner the patriarchs and 
the prophets, and the saints of old, if they should be granted 
to have been in a place sometimes called hell, yet were they 
there in happiness, and therefore the delivering them from 
thence could not be the loosing of the pains of hell: it follow- 
eth then, that those alone who died in their sins were in- 
volved in those pains, and when those pains were loosed, then 
were they released; and being they were loosed when Christ 
was raised, the consequence will be, that he, descending into 
hell, delivered some of the damned souls from their torments 
there. 

But, first, though the Latin translation render it so, the pains 
of hedl;* though some copies, and other translations, and divers 
of the fathets, read it in the same manner; yet the original and 
authentic Greek acknowledgeth no such word as hel/, but pro- 


* The Vulgar Latin renders it thus, 
Quem Deus suscitavit, solutis doloribus in- 


ferni: so also the Syriac, moan Nw) 
5ywt. So some of the ancient fathers 
read it: as Irenzus, I. ili. c. 12. or rather 


his interpreter: ‘Quem Deus excitavit, 
solutis doloribus inferorum :’ Capreolus 
bishop of Carthage: ‘ Resolvere, sicut 
scriptum est, inferorum parturitiones.’ 

Epist. ad Vit. et Constant. p- 48. and before 
these Polycarpus : “Ov ityespev 6 @£0¢ Avoag 
rac wdiveg Tov Adou' Quem resuscitavit Deus, 
dissolvens dolores inferni. Epist. ad Phil. 
§. 1. whom I suppose Grotius understood, 
when he cited Barnabas; and thus St. 


Augustin read it, and laid the stress of . 


his interpretation upon this reading : ‘Quia 
evidentia testimonia et infernum comme- 
morant et dolores, &c.’ Epist. 99. al. 164. 
§. 8. But in the original Greek it is ge- 
nerally written #dtvag Savérov, and in all 
these many copies of it, only that of Pe- 
trus Fraxardus, and two of the sixteen 
copies which Robertus Stephanus made 
use of, read it adov. And this mistake was 
very easy, for in the eighteenth Psalm, 
verse the fifth, there is mn ‘oan adives 
Savérov, and verse the sixth, oxw ‘ban 
wdiveg Gov. And we find twice in the Pro- 


verbs, xiv. 12. and xvi. 25. mr 9597 trans- 


lated wuOuéva adov, and 2 Sam. xxii. 6. 
borw “San wdives Savarou. 
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pounds it plainly thus, whom God hath raised up, loosing the 
pains of death. Wowsoever, if the words were so expressed in 
the original text, yet it would not follow that God delivered 
Christ out of those pains in which he was detained any time, 
much less that the soul of Christ delivered the souls of any 
other; but only that he was preserved from enduring them.* 
Again, as the authority is most uncertain, so is the doctrine 
most incongruous. The souls of men were never cast into in- 
fernal torments, to be delivered from them. The days which 
follow after death were never made for opportunities to a better 
life. The angels had one instant either to stand or fall eter- 
nally; and what that instant was to them, that this life is unto 
us. We may as well believe the devils were saved, as those 
souls which were once tormented with them. For it is an 
“everlasting fire,’ (Matt. xxv. 41.) an “everlasting punish- 
ment,” (Ibid. 46.) a “worm that dieth not.” (Mark ix. 44.) 
Nor does this only belong to us who live after the death of 
Christ, as if the damnation of all sinners now were ineluctable 
and eternal, but before that death it were not so; as if faith 
and repentance were now indispensably necessary to salvation, 
but then were not. For thus the condition of mankind before 
the fulness of time, in which our Saviour came into the world, 
should have been far more happy and advantageous than it 
hath been since.t But neither they nor we shall ever escape 
eternal flames, except we obtain the favour of God before we 
be swallowed by the jaws of death. ‘‘ We must all appear be- 
fore the judgment-seat of Christ, that every one may receive 
the things done in his body:” (2 Cor. v. 10.) but if they be in 
a state of salvation now by the virtue of Christ’s descent into 
hell, which were numbered among the damned before his death, 
at the day of the general judgment they must be returned into 
hell again; or if they be received then into eternal happiness, 
it will follow either that they were not justly condemned to 
those flames at first, according to the general dispensations of 
God, or else they did not receive the things done in their body 
at the last; which all shall as certainly receive as all appear. 
This life is given unto men to work out their salvation with 
fear and trembling, but after death cometh judgment, refleeting 
on the life that is past, not expecting amendment or conversion 
then. He that liveth and believeth in Christ shall never die ; 


* « Quod si movet, quemadmodum ac- 
cipiendum sit inferni ab illo solutos do- 
lores (neque enim cceperat in eis esse 
tanquam in vinculis, et sic eos solvit tan- 
quam si catenas solvisset quibus fuerat 
alligatus): facile est intelligere, sic eos 
solutos esse quemadmodum solvi possunt 
laquei venantium, ne teneant; non quia 
tenuerunt.’ S, August. Epist. 99. al. 164. 


+ This is the argument of Gregory the 


Great: ‘Si fideles nunc sine operibus bo- 
nis non salvantur, et infideles ac reprobi 
sine bona actione, Domino ad inferos de- 
scendente, salvati sunt; melior illorum 
sors fuit qui incarnationem Domini mini- 
me viderunt, quam horum qui post incar- 
nationis ejus mysterium nati sunt. Quod 
quante fatuitatis sit dicere, ipse Dominus 
testatur discipulis dicens, Multi reges et 
prophete voluerunt videre que vos videtis, et 
non viderunt.’ 1. vi. c. 179. epist. 15. 
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he that believeth though he die, yet shall he live; but he that 
dieth in unbelief, shall neither believe nor live. And this is as 
true of those which went before, as of those which came after 
our Saviour, because he was the Lamb slain before the foun- 
dation of the world. I therefore conclude, that the end for 
which the soul of Christ descended into hell, was not to deliver 
any damned souls, or to translate them from the torments of 
hell unto the joys of heaven. 

The next consideration is, whether by virtue of his descent 
the souls of those which before believed in him, the patriarchs, 
prophets, and all the people of God, were delivered from that 
place and state in which they were before; and whether Christ 
descended into hell to that end, that he might translate them into 
a place and state far more glorious and happy. This hath been 
in the later ages of the Church the vulgar opinion of most men, 
and that as if it followed necessarily from the denial of the 
former: He delivered not the souls of the damned,* therefore 
he delivered the souls of them which believed, and of them 
alone: till at last the Schools have followed it so fully, that 
they deliver it as a point of faith and infallible certainty,+ that 
the soul of Christ descending into hell, did deliver from thence 
all the souls of the saints which were in the bosom of Abraham, 
and did confer upon them actual and essential beatitude, which 
before they enjoyed not. And this they lay upon two grounds: 
first, That the souls of saints departed saw not God; and se- 
condly, That Christ by his death opened the gate of the king- 
dom of heaven. 

But even this opinion, as general as it hath been, hath nei- 
ther that consent of antiquity, nor such certainty, as it pre- 
tendeth, but is rather built upon the improbabilities of a worse. 
The most ancient ofall the fathers,{ whose writings are extant, 


* So Gregory the Great, after he had 
proved that none of the damned were re- 
leased by Christ’s descent, thus infers and 
concludes: ‘Hac itaque omnia pertrac- 
tantes nihil aliud teneatis nisi quod vera 
fides per catholicam ecclesiam docet ; 
quia descendens ad inferos Dominus illos 
solummodo ab inferni claustris eripuit, 
quos viventes in carne per suam gratiam 
in fide et bona operatione servavit.’ 1. vi. 
c. 179. Epist. 15. So Isidore Hispalen- 
sis by way of opposition : ‘Ideo Dominus 
in inferna descendit, ut his, qui ab eo non 
penaliter detinebantur, viam aperiret re- 
vertendi ad ccelos.’ Sentent. |. i. c. 16. 
So Venerable Bede upon the place of St. 
Peter, 1 Ep. iii.19. ‘ Catholica fides ha- 
bet, quia descendens ad inferna Dominus 
non incredulos inde, sed fideles tantum- 
modo suos educens, ad ccelestia secum 
regna perduxerit; neque exutis corpore 
animabus et inferorum carcere inclasis, 
sed in hac vita vel per seipsum, vel per 


- # 


suorum exempla sive verba fidelium, quo- 
tidie viam vite demonstret.’ 

+ These are the words of Suarez: ¢ Primo 
ergo, certum est Christum descendendo 
ad inferos animabus sanctis, que in sinu 
Abrahaz erant, essentialem beatitudinem 
et cetera anime dona que illam conse- 
quuntur contulisse. Hoc de fide certum 
existimo ; quia de fide est, illas animas 
non vidisse Deum ante Christi mortem. 
Deinde est de fide certum, Christum per 
mortem aperuisse hominibus januam re- 
gni; ideoque de fide etiam certum est, 
animas sanctorum omnium post Christi 
mortem decedentium (si nihil purgandum 
habeant) statim videre Deum. Ergoidem 
est de predictis animabus.’ In 3tiam 
partem D, Thome, Disputat. 43. sect. 3. 

+ We have shewn this before to have 
been the opinion of the most ancient, pro- 
ducing the express testimonies of Justin 
Martyr, Irenzus, Tertullian, Hilary, Gre- 
gory Nissen. So also Novatian: ‘Que 
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were so far from believing that the end of Christ’s descent into 
hell was to translate the saints of old into heaven, that they 
thought them not to be in heaven yet, nor ever to be removed 
from that place in which they were before Christ’s death, until 
the general resurrection. Others, as we have also shewn, 
thought the bosom of Abraham was not in any place which 
could be termed hell: and consequently, could not think that 
Christ should therefore descend into hell to deliver them which 
were not there. And cthers yet, which thought that Christ 
delivered the patriarchs from their infernal mansions, did not 
think so exclusively or in opposition to the disobedient and 
damned spirits, but conceived many of them to be saved as 
well as the patriarchs were, and doubted whether all were not 
so saved or no.* Indeed I think there were very few (if any) 
for above five hundred years after Christ, which did so believe 
Christ delivered the saints out of hell, as to leave all the 
damned there; and therefore this opinion cannot be grounded 
upon the prime antiquity, when so many of the ancients be- 
lieved not that they were removed at all, and so few acknow- 
ledged that they were removed alone. 

And if the authority of this opinion in respect of its antiquity 
be not great, the certainty of the truth of it will be less. For, 
first, if it be not certain that the souls of the patriarchs were in 
some place called hell after their own death, and until the death 
of Christ; if the bosom of Abraham were not some infernal 
mansion, then can it not be certain that Christ descended into 
hell to deliver them. But there is no certainty that the souls 
of the just, the patriarchs, and the rest of the people of God, 


infra terram jacent, neque ipsa sunt di- 
gestis et ordinatis potestatibus vacua. 
Locus enim est quo piorum anime impio- 
rumque ducantur, futuri judicii prejudicia 
sentientes.’ Lib. de Trinitate, c. 1. 

* We have already shewn that many 
did believe all the damned souls were 
saved then; and St. Augustin had his 
adhue requiro, when he wrote unto Euo- 
dius concerning that opinion. Beside, 
the doubt of that great divine Gregory 
Nazianzen is very observable, who in his 
2nd Oration de Paschate hath these words: 
"AY gig adou natin, cvyrarernde yah nal ra 
Exstoe ToD Xpiorod feurrheia rig h olnovopeta 
Tig darAtig nataCdcews 3 TISd Adyos; amMARC 
cate mavras Emipavels, h uodust robs micted- 
oras; Orat. xlli. p. 693. Where his ques- 
tion is clearly this, Whether Christ ap- 
pearing in hell did save all without ex- 
ception, or did save there as he does here, 
only such as believed? To this it is an- 
swered by Suarez two ways, that it is the 
ordinary and universal law that none of 
the damned should be saved: ‘ An vero 
ex speciali privilegio sua voluntate et ar- 
bitrio aliquem damnatum ex Gehenna 


Christus eduxerit, dubitari quoquo modo 
potest—Et juxta hec possent intelligi 
Nazianzenus et Augustinus.’ In tertiam 
partem D. Thoma, disp. 43. sect. 3. But 
this will by no means solve their autho- 
rities ; for neither of them did doubt or 
question whether some of the damned 
were released, but whether all were re- 
leased or some only: which Suarez did 
very well perceive, and therefore was 
ready in the same sentence with another 
answer: ‘Quanquam Nazianzenus non 
videatur illa scripsisse verba, quoniam de 
hac veritate dubitaret, sed solum ut pro- 
poneret quid de hoc mysterio inquirere 
ac scire oporteat.’ Ibid. Which is as 
much as to.say, that he was satisfied of 
the truth, but desired to satisfy no man 
else: whereas it is clear that it was a 
doubt in his age, as we have before shewn, 
and that he would leave it still a doubt 
and undetermined. And as for the other: 
‘ Augustinus recte potest intelligi de ani- 
mabus Purgatorii:’ Ibid. it is certainly 
false, unless they will enlarge that pur- 
gatory as wide as hell ; for the question 
was of emptying that. 


2 Be 4 
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were kept in any place below, which was, or may be called the 
hell: the bosom of Abraham might well be in the heavens 
above, far from any region where the devil and his angels were; 
the Scriptures no where tell us that the spirits of just men 
went unto or did remain in hell; the place in which the rich 
man was in torments after death is called hed/, but that into 
which the angels carried the poor man’s soul is not termed :so. 
There was a vast distance between them two, nor is it likely 
that the angels which see the face of God should be sent down 
from heaven to convey the souls of the just into that place, 
where the face of God cannot be seen. When God translated 
Enoch, and Elias was carried up in a chariot to heaven, they 
seem not to be conveyed to a place where there was no vision 
of God; and yet it is most probable, that Moses was with Elias 
as well before as upon the mount: nor is there any reason to 
conceive that Abraham should be in any worse place or condi- 
tion than Enoch was, having as great a “testimony that he 
pleased God” as Enoch had. (Heb. xi. 5.) 

Secondly, It cannot be certain that the soul of Christ deli- 
vered the souls of the saints of old from hell, and imparted to 
them the beatifical vision, except it were certain that their souls 
are in another place and a better condition now than they were 
before. But there is no certainty that the patriarchs and the 
prophets are now in another place and a better condition than 
they were before our blessed Saviour died; there is no intima- 
tion of any such alteration of their state delivered in the Scrip- 
tures; there is no such place with any probability pretended 
to prove any actual accession of happiness and glory already 

ast. ‘‘ Many shall come from the east and west, and shall sit 
down with Abraham, and Isaac, and Jacob, in the kingdom of 
heaven: (Matt. viii. 11.) there then did the Gentiles which 
came in to Christ find the patriarchs, even in the kingdom of 
heaven; and we cannot perceive that they found them any 
where else than Lazarus did. For the description is the same, 
“There shall be weeping and gnashing of teeth, when ye shall 
see Abraham, and Isaac, and Jacob, and all the prophets, in 
the kingdom of God, and you yourselves thrust out.” (Luke 
xiii. 28.) For as the rich man ‘‘in hell lift up his eyes being 
in torments, and seeth Abraham afar off,” (Luke xvi. 23.) before 
the death of Christ; so those that were in ‘weeping and 
enashing of teeth, saw Abraham, and Isaac, and Jacob, and 
the prophets,” when the Gentiles were brought in. 

Thirdly, Though it were certain that the souls of the saints 
had been in a place called hell, as they were not; though it 
were also certain that they were now in a better condition than 
they were before Christ’s death, as it is not: yet it would not 
follow that Christ descended into hell to make this alteration ; 
for it might not be performed before his resurrection, it might 
not be effected till his ascension, it might be attributed to the 
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merit of his passion, it might have no dependence on his de- 


scension. I conclude therefore that there is no certainty of 
truth in that proposition which the Schoolmen take for a mat- 
ter of faith; that Christ delivered the souls of the saints from 
that place of hell which they call limbus of the fathers, into 
heaven; and for that purpose after his death descended into 
hell. 

Wherefore being it is most infallibly certain that the death 
of Christ was as powerful and effectual for the redemption of 
the saints before him, as for those which follow him; being 
“they did all eat the same spiritual meat, and did all drink the 
same spiritual drink;” (1 Cor. x. 3, 4.) being ‘‘ Abraham is the 
father of us all,” and we now after Christ’s ascension are called 
but to “ walk in the steps of the faith of that father ;” (Rom. 
iv. 16. 12.) being the bosom of Abraham is clearly propounded 
in the Scriptures, (Luke xvi. 22.) as the place into which the 
blessed angels before the death of Christ conveyed the souls of 
those which departed in the favour of God, and is also pro- 
mised to them which should believe in Christ after his death ;* 
being we can find no difference or translation of the bosom of 
Abraham, and yet it is a comfort still to us that we shall go to 
him,t and while we hope so never fear that we shall go to hell: 
I cannot admit this as the end of Christ’s descent into hell, to 
convey the souls of Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob, and those 
which were with them, from thence; nor can | think there was 
any reference to such an action in those words, “Thou shalt 
not leave my soul in hell.” 


* Although the bosum of Abraham in 
express and formal terms be spoken only 
of Lazarus, whom Christ being yet alive 
in the flesh supposed dead; yet the same 
bosom is virtually and in terms equiva- 
Jent promised to those which should af- 
terwards believe. For the joys of the life 
to come are likened to a feast, in which, 
according to the custom then in use, they 
lay down with the head of one toward 
the breast of the other, who is therefore 
said to lie in his bosom, as we read of St. 
John, ty dvansievog tv Ta xoK@O "Inco" 
John xiii. 23. thus in that heavenly feast 
in the kingdom of God, Lazarus is, dva- 
HEiMLEVOS ev TH nOATH ACeadu Luke xvi. 23. 
and Matt. viii. 11. Christ saith, that 
‘‘many shall come from the east and from 
the west,” xal dvaxrOnoovrar wera "ACgads, 
discumbent cum Abrahamo, ‘sit down 
with Abraham,” as we translate it after 
our custom, at the same feast, that is, 
avaurOncovrar ev roig xoAmrog Tov ACeadu, 
&c. as Euthymius: ‘Quia Deus Abraham, 
coeli conditor, Pater Christi est; idcirco 
in regno celorum est et Abraham, cum 
quo accubiture sunt nationes que credi- 
derunt in Christum filium creatoris.’ ad loc. 


+ St. Augustin often shews the comfort 
which he had in going to the bosom of 
Abraham: as in the case of his friend Ne- 
bridius: ‘Nunc ille vivit in sinu Abra- 
ham. Quicquid illud est quod illo signi- 
ficatur sinu, ibi Nebridius meus vivit, 
dulcis amicus meus, tuus autem, Domine, 
adoptivus ex liberto filius, ibi vivit. Nam 
quis alius tali anime locus?’ Confess. 1. 
ix. c. 5. And he seats that place (as un- 
certain as before) where it was before : 
‘Post vitam istam parvam nondum eris 
ubi erunt Sancti, quibus dicetur, Venite 
benedicti Patris, percipite regnum quod vo- 
bis paratum est ab initio mundi. Nondum 
ibi eris, quis nescit ? Sed jam poteris ibi 
esse, ubi illum quondam ulcerosum pau- 
perem dives ille superbus et sterilis in 
mediis suis tormentis vidit a longe requi- 
escentem.’ Concio 1. §. 10. in Psul. xxxvi. 
And this he necessarily takes for a suffi- 
cient comfort to a dying Christian, who 
seats that place ‘in conspectu Domini,’ 
de Civit. Dei, 1. i. c. 12. and looked upon 
them which were in it, as upon those, ‘a 
quibus Christus secundum beatificam 
presentiam nunquam recessit.’ Epist. 99. 
al. 164. §. 8. 
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Another opinion hath obtained, especially in our Church, 
that the end for which our Saviour descended into hell, was to 
triumph over Satan and ali the powers below within their own 
dominions. And this hath been received as grounded on the 
Scriptures and consent of fathers. The Scriptures produced 
for the confirmation of it are these two, “having spoiled prin- 
cipalities and powers, he made a show of them openly, triumph- 
ing over them:” (Col. ii. 11.) and, “ when he ascended up on 
high, he led captivity captive, and gave gifts unto men. Now 
that he ascended, what is it but that he also descended first 
into the lower parts of the earth?” (Eph. iv. 8,9.) By the con- 
junction of these two they conceive the triumph of CaArist’s de- 
scent clearly described in this manner: ‘ Ye were buried with 
Christ in baptism, with whom ye were also raised; and when 
ye were dead in sins, he quickened you together with him, for- 
giving your sins, and cancelling the hand-writing of ordinances 
that was against us, and spoiling powers and principalities, he 
made an open show of them, triumphing over them in himself.’* 
(Col. 11. 12—15.) That is, say they, ye died and were buried 
with Christ, who fastened the hand-writing of ordinances to 
the cross, that he might abolish it from having any right to tie 
or yoke his members. Ye likewise were quickened, and raised 
together with Christ, who spoiled powers and principalities, 
and triumphed over them in his own person. So that these 
words, ‘‘spoiling principalities and powers,” are not referred 
to the cross but to Christ’s resurrection. This triumph over 
Satan and all his kingdom, the same apostle to the Ephesians 
setteth down as a consequent to Christ’s death, and pertinent 
to his resurrection, “‘ Ascending on high, he led captivity cap- 
tive: and this, “‘he ascended: what meaneth it, but that he 
descended first into the lower parts of the earth?” (Eph. iv. 
8,9.) So that ascending from the lower parts of the earth, he 
“led captivity captive,” which is all one with ‘he triumphed 
over powers and principalities.” With this coherence and 
conjunction of the apostle’s words, together with the interpre- 
tation of the ancient fathers, they conceive it sufficiently de- 
monstrated, that Christ after his death, and before his resurrec- 
tion, in the lowermost parts of the earth, even in hell, did lead 
captivity captive, and triumphed over Satan. 

But notwithstanding, I cannot yet perceive either how this 
triumph in hell should be delivered as a certain truth in itself, 
or how it can have any consistency with the denial of those 
other ends, which they who of late have embraced this opinion 
do ordinarily reject. First, I cannot see how the Scriptures 
mentioned are sufficient to found any such conclusion of them- 
selves. Secondly, I cannot understand how they can embrace 
this as the interpretation of the fathers, who believe not that 
any of the souls of the damned were taken out of the torments 

* B. Bilson, p. 294. 
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of hell, or that the souls of the saints of old were removed from 
thence by Christ’s descent; which were the reasons why the 
fathers spake of such a triumphing in hell, and leading capti- 
vity captive there. 

That the triumphing in the Epistle to the Colossians is not 
referred to the cross, but to the resurrection, cannot be proved : 
the coherence cannot enforce so much: no logic can infer such 
a division, that the blotting out of the hand-writing belongeth 
precisely to our burial with him ; and the triumphing over prin- 
cipalities and powers, particularly to our being quickened together 
with him; or that the blotteng out was performed at one time, 
and the triumphing at another. Our present translation attri- 
buteth it expressly to the cross, rendering the last words, “ tri- 
umphing over them in it,”:that is, in the cross, mentioned in 
the former verse; and though anciently it have been read tri- 
umphing over them in himself, yet still there are these two great 
advantages on our side ;* first, That if we read, 2n 2, it proves 
the triumph spoken of in this place performed upon the cross; 
and if we read in himself, it proveth not that the triumph was 
performed in any other place, because he was himself upon the 
cross. Secondly, The ancient fathers of the Greek Church read 
it as we do, in i¢,} and interpret the triumph of his death; and 
those others of the Latin Church, which did read it otherwise, 
did also acknowledge with the Greeks the cross not only to be 
the place in which the victory over Satan was obtained, but 
also to be the trophy of that victory, and the triumphal chariot. 


* So the Vulgar Latin, Palam trium- 
phans illos in semetipso ; as also the Syriac 
mampa. So Novatian de Trin. c. 16. 
‘Triumphans illis in semetipso.’ St. Hi- 
lary: ‘Triumphantes eos in semetipso.’ 
Tract. in Psal, cxliii. §. 4. So St. Am- 
brose, St. Augustin, and Pacianus. ad loc. 

+t Ccumenius sheweth their reading : 
OpiaprCetcas adrods év ade" and interpre- 
tation: @plauCos AéyeTat i xaTd Ta NrTH- 
feevav women nal aavnyupig. “EberdpeCeucev 
auroy a Tov oraveod, TouTéo Tw Eviunce, xat 
nar ard SelapCov vonrdy aqwerérecs. Com. 
in Coloss. c. 7. “Ev avr@ then is &a& tov 
craved, and this SelauCos vontde on the 
cross will no way agree with that actual 
triumph in hell. But Theophylact yet 
more clearly: @giapeCedoas airods tv aito, 
TouTer tiv, Ey TH CTAVED ToVE Salrovag HrTwW- 
feévoug deifag. @plapeSog ye Atyerat, orav 
wig ard vung wodsutwy emavenGay Sneeociav 
Touemiy TEAR, TOG Hrenevras Serpeloug Waet 
derxviwy. "Ev @ oravpw ovv 7d TeIMaLOy oTn- 
cae 6 Kuptoc, womee tv Snort Searew “EANN- 
voy, “Poopeaiwy, Iovdalwy todo Satnovas sO pra p.~ 
Bevee. In loc, And this exposition they 
received from St. Chrysostom, who makes 
the seryartiopcos on the cross to consist in 
the death upon it: “Exel tiv Anyi eAaCey 
6 Malores Ud cwmaTes VEXCOU THY Ratplay Ac-~ 


Cav. In Ep. ad Col. Hom. 6. Where it is 
to be observed that the triumph is not at- 
tributed to the soul departed from the 
body and descended into hell, but rather 
to the body left by the soul and hanging 
on the cross: Aid vod olxetou cadmaros macy 
huly viv kar’ adrov xagirdpeevos vixny, says 
Theodoret, in loc. And before all these 
Origen most expressly : ‘ Visibiliter qui- 
dem Filius Dei in cruce crucifixus est, 
invisibiliter vero in ea cruce diabolus cum 
principatibus suis et potestatibus affixus 
est cruci. Non tibi hoc videbitur verum, 
si tibi horum testem produxero Aposto- 
lum Paulum? Quod erat contrarium nobis, 
tulit illud de medio eaffigens cruci sue, ea- 
wens principatus et potestates traduat, libere 
triumphans eas in ligno crucis, Ergo du- 
plex Dominice crucis est ratio; una illa, 
qua dicit Petrus quod Christus crucifixus 
nobis reliquit exemplum; et hec secunda, 
qua crux illa tropheum diaboli fuit, in 
quo et crucifixus est et triumphatus.’ In 
Josuam, Hom. viii. * Requievit ut Leo, 
cum in cruce positus principatus et potes- 
tates exuit, et triumphavit eos cum ligno 
crucis.’ Idem, ibid. 
+ Tertullian, ad Marcion., 1, ii. 167. 
‘ Serpentis spolium, devicto principe 
mundi, 
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This place then of St. Paul to the Colossians cannot prove 
that Christ descended into hell, to triumph over the devil there ; 
and if it be not proper for that purpose of itself, it will not 
be more effectual by the addition of that other to the Ephe- 
sians. For, first, we have already shewn, that the descending 
into the lower parts of the earth, doth not necessarily signify his 
descent into hell, and consequently, cannot prove that either 
those things which are spoken in the same place, or in any 
other, are to be attributed to that descent. Again, if it were 
granted, that those words did signify hell, and this Article of 
our CREED were contained in them, yet would it not follow 
from that Scripture, that Christ triumphed over Satan while 
his soul was in hell; for the consequence would be only this, 
that the same Christ, who led captivity captive, descended first 
into hell. In that he ascended (and ascending led captivity cap- 
tive,) what is it but that he descended first? The descent, then, 
if it were to hell, did precede the triumphant ascent of the 
same person; and that is all which the apostle’s words will 
evince. Nay, farther yet, the ascent mentioned by St. Paul 
cannot be that, which immediately followed the descent into 
hell, for it evidently signifieth the ascension, which followed 
forty days after his resurrection. It is not an ascent from the 
parts below to the surface of the earth, but to the heavens 
above, an ascending up on high, even far above all heavens. Now 
the leading captivity captive belongeth clearly to this ascent, 
and not to any descent which did precede it. It is not said, 
that he descended first to lead captivity captive; and yet it must 
be so, if Christ descended into hell to triumph there: it is not 
said, when he had led captivity captive, he ascended up on high ; 
for then it might be supposed, that the captives had been led 
before: but it is expressly said, ascending up on high he led cap- 
tivity captive ;* and consequently, that triumphant act was the 


Affixit ligno refugarum immane tro- 
pheum.’ 
Prudentius Cathem. Hymn. ix. 83. 
‘ Dic tropheum passionis, dic trium- 
phalem crucem.’ 

St. Hilary most expressly: ‘ Manus ejus 
edocte ad bellum sunt cum vicit seculum. 
Ego enim, ait, vici mundum, cum extensus 
in crucem invictissimis armis ipsius pas- 
sionis instruitur. Et posuisti, inquit, wt 
arcum ereum brachia mea, cum de omni- 
bus virtutibus ac potestatibus in ipso tro- 
pheo gloriose crucis triumphavit, et 
principatus et potestates truduxit cum 
fiducia triwmphans in semetipso.’ Tract. in 
Psal. cxliii. §. 4. Where it is observable 
that the father does read it in semetipso, 
and interprets it in cruce. ‘Nos quoniam 
tropheum jam videmus, et quod currum 
suum triumphator ascendit, considere- 
mus quod non arborum, non quadrijugis 
plaustri manubias de mortali hoste que- 


sitas, sed patibulo triumphali captiva de 
seculo spolia suspendit.’ S. Ambros. 1. x. 
in c. 23. S. Luce, §. 109. and amongst 
the rest of the captives he reckons after- 
wards: ‘captivum principem mundi, et 
spiritualia nequitiz que sunt in ccelesti- 
bus.’ Ibid. To this alludes Fulgentius, 1. 
iil. ad Thrasim. c. 29. ‘Sic oportuit pec- 
catorum nostrorum chirographum deleri, 
ut dum vetus homo noster simul cruci 
affigitur, tanquam in tropheo, triumpha- 
toris victoria panderetur.’ Whether there- 
fore we read it év avr# with the Greeks, 
that is, &v ovaupo, or, év auto with the La- 
tins in seipso, it is the same: for he tri- 
umphed over the devil by himself upon 
the cross, as in the same case it is writ- 
ten, Eph. ii. 16. Kai daronararnrdger rode 
aaporéeous ev Evi capats TW Oew Bd Tov 
crap, amourelvac tiv EX Oeay EY aTa. 

* The original words do manifestly 
shew, that this triumphant act did not 
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immediate effect of his ascension. So that by these two Scrip- 
tures no more can be proved than this, that Christ triumphed 
over principalities and powers at his death upon the cross, and 
led captivity captive at his ascension into heaven. Which is 
so far from proving that Christ descended into hell to triumph 
there, that it is more proper to persuade the contrary. For 
why should he go to hell to triumph over them, over whom 
he had triumphed on the cross? Why should he go to capti- 
vate that captivity then, which he was to captivate when he 
ascended into heaven ? 

As for the testimonies of the fathers, they will appear of 
small validity to confirm this triumphant descent as it is dis- 
tinguished from the two former effects, the removal of the 
saints to heaven, and the delivering the damned from the tor- 
ments of hell. In vain shal! we pretend, that Christ descended 
into hell to lead captivity captive, if we withal maintain, that 
when he descended thither, he brought none away which were 
captive there. This was the very notion which those fathers 
had, that the souls of men were conquered by Satan, and after 
death actually brought into captivity; and that the soul of 
Christ descending to the place where they were, did actually 
release them from that bondage, and bring them out of the pos- 
session of the devil by force.* ‘Thus did he conquer Satan, 


precede this ascent: for had it been, 
aixpmararevcns aixuarwolay avébn sig ULos, 
we might well have expounded it thus ; 
Christ did lead sin and death and Satan 
captive ; and when he had done so, as- 
cended up on high : but being it is written 
avaBag cig Upoc, that is, having ascended up 
on high, ixpordrevcey aixuarwoiay, he 
captivated a captivity, the ascent must here 
precede the captivation, though not in 
time (as it did the giving of gifts) yet in 
nature: so that it is not proper to say, 
by captivating he ascended; but it is 
proper to express it thus, by ascending he 
led captive a captivity. 

* So St. Jerome on that place of the 
Ephesians: ‘ Inferiora autem terre in- 
fernus accipitur, ad quem Dominus noster 


Salvatorque descendit, ut Sanctorum ani- © 


mas, que ibi tenebantur inclusw, secum 
ad ceelos Victor abduceret.’ And on Matt. 
xii. 29. ¢ Alligatus est fortis, et religatus 
in Tartarum, et Domini contritus pede; 
et direptis sedibus Tyranni, captiva 
ducta est captivitas.” So Amoldus Car- 
notensis is to be understood, De Unctione 
Chrismatis : ‘ Passus est rex illudi, et vita 
occidi ; descendensque ad inferos capti- 
vam ab antiquo captivitatem reduxit:’ 
applying it to the custom of the Church : 
‘Omnino convenit, ut eo tempore quo 
Christus captivos eduxit ab inferis, re- 
econciliati peccatores ad Eeclesiam: re- 
ducantur.’ Ibid. Thus Athanasius, when 


he speaks of Christ’s triumphing over 
Satan in hell, he mentions rv 4dnv cxvadev- 
Oévra, hell spoiled, to wit, of those souls 
which before it kept in hold. Otherwise 
in the same oration, in Passionem et Cru- 
cem, he acknowledgeth the triumph on 
the cross: "ES yae rov wxntiv tly Sprape- 
Bevovra (not OeiapBeicovra) xatd tov 
SiaBorov, on addw cuyywesiy arr’ EauT@ 
Rarralew +d zpémratov. §. 20. Thus Leo 
the emperor: Xgirrds dvéorn tiv ddny aix- 
Marotionc, nat Tog alyuardrors EAsudegiay 
unpvéac. Hom. de Resurr. And thus Ma- 
carius supposeth Christ victoriously speak- 
ing unto hell and death: Kedsdw ool a3n 
nat cxoros, ual Odvare, exBare Tag bynenres- 
cpévas buxacs. Homil. xi. p. 62. Auctor 
libelli de Paschate, under the name of St. 
Ambrose : ‘ Expers peccati Christus cum 
ad Tartari ima descenderet, seras inferni 
januasque confringens, vinctas peccato 
animas, mortis dominatione destructa e 
diaboli faucibus revocavit ad vitam. Atque 
ita divinum triumphum eternis characte- 
ribus est conscriptum, dum dicit, Ubi est, 
mors, aculeus tuus? Ubi est, mors, victoria 
tua? cap. 4. And the commentaries 
under the same name: ‘ Gratia Dei abun- 
davit in descensu Salvatoris, omnibus 
dans indulgentiam, cum triumpho sublatis 
eis in celum.’ Ad Rom. v.15. ‘ Secun- 
dum animam descendit ad inferna et spo- 
liavit principes tenebrarum ab animabus 
electorum.’ Fgbert. Serm. 9, contra Ca- 
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spoil hell, and lead captivity captive, according to their appre- 
hension. But if he had taken no souls from thence, he had 
not spoiled hell, he had not led captivity captive, he had not 
so triumphed in the fathers’ sense. Wherefore, being the 
Scriptures teach us not that Christ triumphed in hell; being 
the triumph which the fathers mention, was either in relation 
to the damned souls which Christ took out of those tormenting 
flames as some imagined, or in reference to the spirits of the 
just which he took out of those infernal habitations, as others 
did conceive; being we have already thought fit not to admit 
either of these two as the effect of Christ’s descent: it follow- 
eth that we cannot acknowledge this as the proper end of the 
Article. 

Nor can we see how the prophet David could intend so 
much, as if, when he spake those words in the person of our 
Saviour, “ Thou shalt not leave my soul in hell,” he should 
have intended this, Thou shalt not leave my soul separated 
from my body, and conveyed into the regions of the damned 
spirits, amongst all the principalities and powers of hell; I 
say, thou shalt not leave me there, battering all the infernal 
strength, redeeming the prisoners, leading captivity captive, 
and victoriously triumphing over death, and hell, and Satan. 
In sum, those words of the prophet cannot admit any interpre- 
tation, involving a glorious, triumphant, and victorious con- 
dition, which is not a subject capable of dereliction. For as 
the hope which he had of his body, that it should not see cor- 
ruption, supposed that it was to be put in the grave, which 
could not of itself free the body from corruption; so the hope 
that his soul should not be left in hell, supposeth it not to be 
in such a state, as was of itself contradictory to dereliction. 

And this leads me to that end, which I conceive most con- 
formable to the words of the prophet, and least liable to ques- 
tion or objection. We have already shewn the substance of 
the Article to consist in this, that the soul of Chrast, really se- 
parated from his body by death, did truly pass unto the places 
below, where the souls of men departed were. And I conceive 
the end for which he did so, was, that he might undergo 
the condition of adead man as well as of a living. He appeared 
here in the similitude of sinful flesh, and went into the other 
world in the similitude of a sinner. His body was laid in a 
grave, as ordinarily the bodies of dead men are; his soul was 
conveyed into such receptacles as the souls of other persons 
use to be. All, which was necessary for our redemption by 
way of satisfaction and merit, was already performed on the 
cross; and all, which was necessary for the actual collation 


tharos. Thus still the fathers which speak to those souls which they thought were 
of spciling hell, of leading captivity cap- taken out of the custody, possession, 
tive, of triumphing over Satanin his own or dominion of Satan, whether just or 
quarters, are to be understood in respect —_ unjust. 
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and exhibition of what was merited there, was to be effected 
upon and after his resurrection : in the interim, therefore, there 
is nothing left, at least known to us, but to satisfy the law of 
death. This he undertook to do, and did: and though the 
ancient fathers by the several additions of other ends have 
something obscured this, yet it may be sufficiently observed 
in their writings,* and is certainly most conformable to that 
prophetical expression, upon which we have hitherto grounded 
our explication, “‘ Thou shalt not leave my soul in hell, neither 
wilt thou suffer thy Holy One to see corruption.” (Psal. xvi. 10.) 

Secondly, By the descent of Christ into hell, all those which 
believe in him, are secured from descending thither; he went 
into those regions of darkness, that our souls might never 
come into those torments which are there. By his descent he 
freed us from our fears, as by his ascension he secured us of 
our hopes. He passed to those habitations where Satan hath 
taken up possession and exerciseth his dominion; that having 
no power over him, we might be assured that he should never 
exercise any over our souls departed, as belonging unto him. 
“ Through death he destroyed him that had the power of death, 


* Trenzus so calls his descent: ‘legem 
mortuorum servare. Adv. Heres. |. v. c. 
26. and St. Hilary expresses that which 
I intend very clearly : ‘ Morte non inter- 
ceptus est unigenitus Dei Filius; ad ex- 
plendam quidem hominis naturam, etiam 
morti se, id est, discessioni se tanquam 
anime corporisque subjecit, et ad in- 
fernas sedes, id quod homini debitum vi- 
detur esse, penetravit.’ Tract. in Psal. 
liii. §. 14. And before him Tertullian : 
‘Christus Deus, quia et homo mortuus 
secundum Scripturas, et sepultus secus 
easdem, huic quoque legi satisfecit, forma 
humane mortis apud inferos functus.’ 
De Anima, c. 55. "HAGE aris 6 THY WavroV 
owTie, nal Tao hulvy Xeewotoumevag Tiumpias 
elo thy bf fav, avo” hyudy, dvapedern tov avTOv 
imedéLato caena. Karapegiueta mera Tov 
Oavaroy elo cov ddnye avedegaro nal TOUT, nal 
narnrbey exguziwe eis avrov. Gelus. Act. Conc. 
Nic. 1. ii. c. 32. This St. Augustin calls 
proprietatem carnis, Cont. Felician. c. 11. 
‘Scio ad inferos Divinitatem Filii Dei 
descendisse proprietate carnis; scio ad 
ceelum adscendisse carnem merito Deita- 
tis.” And afterwards he calls it Injuriam 
carnis: ‘ Erat uno atque eodem tempore 
ipse totus etiam in inferno, totus in celo, 
illic patiens injuriam carnis, hic non re- 
linquens gloriam Deitatis.’ c. 14. ‘ Im- 
pleta est Scriptura que dicit, et cum iniquis 
reputatus est. Quod et altius intelligi 
potest, dicente de semetipso Domino, 
reputatus sum cum. descendentibus in lacum : 
factus sum sicut liomo sine adjutorio, inter 
mortuos liber. Vere enim reputatus est 


inter peccatores et iniquos, ut descen- 
deret ad infernum.’ §. Hieron. in Isuie 
c. lui. 12. Ruffinus, in his Exposition 
of the Creed, descanting upon that place 
in the Psalms: ‘ Factus sum sicut homo 
sine adjutorio, inter mortuos liber. Non 
dixit homo, sed sicut homo. Sicut homo 
enim erat, quia etiam descenderat in infer- 
num ; sed inter mortuos liber erat, quia a 
morte teneri non poterat. Et ideo in uno 
natura humane fragilitatis, in alio di- 
vine potestas majestatis ostenditur,’ §. 
29, And yet more pertinently Fulgen- 
tius: ‘Restabat ad plenum nostre re- 
demptionis effectum, ut illuc usque homo 
sine peccato a Deo susceptus descenderet; 
quousque homo separatus a Deo peccati 
merito cecidisset, id est, adinfernum, ubi 
solebat peccatoris anima torqueri, et ad 
sepulcrum, ubi consueverat peccatoris 
caro corrumpi.’ Ad Thrasim. |. iii. c. 30. 
Ei ovy nal aitig elAero, xUpiog wv TOU WavTes, 
na} Serardtng, ual pas Trav ev cxdTEL, Rab Cw 
Tay anavrov, Savarov yevoarbas, nal riy Ele 
adov naraBacw emidelacat, wo av xara wave, 
nly oproiwdh ymple dpagrtias, &c. Andreas 
Cret. Serm. in vitam humanam, p. 241. 
I conclude this with that exposition of 
St. Hilary upon the words of the Psal- 
mist, ‘If 1 go down into hell, thou art 
there also:”” ‘Humane ista lex necessi- 
tatis est, ut consepultis corporibus ad in- 
feros anime descendant: quam descen- 
sionem Dominus ad consummationem veri 
hominis non recusavit.’ Tract. in Psal. 
CXxxvili. §. 22. 
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(Heb. ii. 14.) and by his actual descent 


into the dominions of him so destroyed, secured all which 
have an interest in him of the same freedom which he had. 
Which truth is also still preserved (though among many other 
strange conceptions) in the writings of the fathers.* 

Having thus examined the several interpretations of this part 
of the Article, we may now give a brief and safe account there- 
of, and teach every one how they may express their faith with- 
out any danger of mistake, saying: I givea full and undoubting 
assent unto this as to a certain truth, that when all the suffer- 
ings of Christ were “‘ finished” on the cross, (John xix. 30.) 
and his soul was separated from his body, though his body 
were dead, yet his soul died not; and though it died not, yet 
it underwent the condition of the souls of such as die; and 
being he died in the similitude of a sinner, his soul went to 
the place where the souls of men are kept who die for their 
sins, and so did wholly undergo the law of death : but because 
there was no sin in him, and he had fully satisfied for the sins 
of others which he took upon him; therefore as God suffered 
not his Holy One to see corruption, so he left not his soul in 
hell, and thereby gave sufficient security to all those who be- 
long to Christ, of never coming under the power of Satan, or 
suffering in the flames prepared for the devil and his angels. 
And thus, and for these purposes, may every Christian say, [ 
believe that Christ DESCENDED INTO HELL. 


He rose again. 


WHATSOEVER variations have appeared in any of the other 
Articles, this part, of Christ’s resurrection, hath been constantly 
delivered without the least alteration, either by way of addition 
or diminution.+ The whole matter of it is so necessary and 
essential to the Christian faith, that nothing of it could be 
omitted ; and in these few expressions the whole doctrine is so 
clearly delivered, that nothing needed to be added. At the 
first view we are presented with three particulars: First, The 
action itself, or the resurrection of Ca&rist, he rose again. 
Secondly, The verity, reality, and propriety of that resurrec- 


* As we read of the opinion in Tertul- 
lian’s time, though not of him: ‘Sed in 
hoc, inquiunt, Christus inferos adiit, ne 
nos adiremus. Ceterum, quod discrimen 
Ethnicorum et Christianorum, si carcer 
mortuis idem? De Anima, c. 55. ‘Ergo 
aut ipsius vox est hic, Et eruisti animam 
meam ab inferno inferiore, aut nostra vox 
per ipsum Christum Dominum nostrum ; 
quia ideo ille pervenit usque ad infernum, 
ne nos remaneremus in inferno.’ S. Au- 
gust. in Psal. Ixxxv. §. 17. Macyxov yae 
avTOS hyeae avéedaBe, nal arEvav avTds hace 
Ergepe, nat slg Tov Adny Karahalvow, nace ave- 


gece. S. Athanas. in Omnia mihitrad. &c.§.2. 

+ For though Eusebius Gallicanus and 
Venantius Fortunatus leave out the last 
words, a mortuis, and some copies in 
Ruffinus have it not; yet itis generally 
expressed in all the rest, which are more 
ancient than Eusebius or Fortunatus : and 
therefore that omission is to be imputed 
rather to negligence either of the author 
or the scribe, than to the usage of the 
Church in their age. ‘Quod die tertio 
resurrexerit a mortuis Dominus Christus, 
nullus ambigit Christianus.’ S. Aug. in 
Vigiliis Pascha, iii. Serm, 79. al. 221.§. 1. 
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tion, he rose from the dead. Thirdly, The circumstance of time 
or distance of his resurrection from his death, he rose from the 
dead the third day. 

For the illustration of the first particular, and the justifica- 
tion of our belief in Christ’s resurrection, it will be necessary, 
First, To shew the promised Messias was to rise from the dead ; 
and, Secondly, That Jesus, whom we believe to be the true and 
only Messzas, did so rise as it was promised and foretold. As 
the Messtas was to be the Son of David, so was he particularly 
typified by him and promised unto him. Great were the oppo- 
sitions which David suffered both by his own people and by 
the nations round about him; which he expressed of himself, 
and foretold of the Messias, in those words, “the kings of the 
earth set themselves, and the rulers take counsel together, 
against the Lord and against his anointed,” (Psal. i. 2.) that 
is, his Christ. From whence it came to pass, “ that against 
the holy child Jesus, whom God had anointed, both Herod and 
Pontius Pilate, with the Gentiles and the people of Israel, 
were gathered together, to do whatsoever the hand and the 
counsel of God determined before to be done,” (Acts iv.27, 28.) 
which was to crucify and slay the Lord of life. But notwith- 
standing all this opposition and persecution, it was spoken of 
David, and foretold of the Son of David, ‘“‘ Yet have I set mine 
anointed upon my holy hill of Sion. I will declare the decree, 
the Lord hath said unto me, Thou art my Son, this day have I 
begotten thee.” (Psal. 11. 6, 7.) As therefore the persecution 
in respect of David amounted only to a depression of him, and 
therefore his exaltation was a settling in the kingdom; so 
being the conspiration against the Messzas amounted to a real 
crucifixion and death, therefore the exaltation must include a 
resurrection. And being he which rises from the dead, begins 
as it were to live another life, and the grave to him is in the 
manner of a womb to bring him forth; therefore when God 
said of his Anointed, “Thou art my Son, this day have I be- 
gotten thee,” he did foretell and promise that he would raise 
the Messias from death to life. 

But because this prediction was something obscured in the 
figurative expression, therefore the Spirit of God hath cleared 
it farther by the same prophet, speaking by the mouth of David, 
but such words as are agreeable not to the person, but the 
Son of David, ‘“« My flesh shall rest in hope; for thou wilt not 
leave my soul in hell, neither wilt thou suffer thine Holy One 
to see corruption.” (Psal. xvi. 10.) As for ‘the patriarch 
David, he is both dead and buried,” and his flesh consumed in 
his sepulchre; but “being a prophet, and knowing that God 
had sworn with an oath to him, that of the fruit of his loins 
according to the flesh he would raise up Christ to sit on his 
throne; he seeing this before, spake of the resurrection of 
Christ, that his soul was not left in hell, neither his flesh did 
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see corruption.” (Acts ii. 29—31.) They were both to be sepa- 
rated by his death, and each to be disposed in that place which 
was respectively appointed for them: but neither long to con- 
tinue there, the body not to be detained in the grave, the soul 
not to be left in hell, but both to meet, and being reunited, to 
rise again. 

Again, lest any might imagine that the Messias dying once 
might rise from death, and living after death, yet die again, 
there was a farther prophecy to assure us of the excellency of 
that resurrection, and the perpetuity of that life, to which the 
Messias was to be raised. For God giving this promise to his 
people, “I will make an everlasting covenant with you,” (of 
which the Messias was to be the mediator, and to ratify it by 
his death) and adding this expression, “ even the sure mercies 
of David,” (Isa. lv. 3.) could signify no less than that the Christ, 
who was given first unto us in a frail and mortal condition, 
in which he was to die, should afterwards be given in an im- 
mutable state, and consequently, that he being dead should 
rise unto eternal life. And thus by virtue of these three pre- 
dictions we are assured that the Messzas was to rise again, as 
also by those types which did represent and presignify the 
same. Joseph, who was ordained to save his brethren from 
death who would have slain him, did represent the Son of God, 
who was slain by us, and yet dying saved us; and his being 
in the dungeon typified Christ’s death ;* his being taken out 
from thence represented his resurrection ; as his evection to the 
power of Egypt next to Pharaoh, signified the session of Christ 
at the right hand of his Father. Isaac was sacrificed, and yet 
lived, to shew that Christ should truly die, and truly live again. 
And Abraham offered him up, “ accounting that God was able 
to raise him up even from the dead, from whence also he re- 
ceived him ina figure.” (Heb. xi. 19.) In Abraham’s inten- 
_ tion Isaac died, in his expectation he was to rise from the dead, 
in his acceptation being spared he was received from the dead, 
and all this acted to presignify,+ that the only Son of God 
was really and truly to be sacrificed and die, and after death 
was really to be raised to life. What was the intention of our 
father Abraham not performed, that was the resolution of our 
heavenly Father and fulfilled. And thus the resurrection of 
the Messias was represented by types, and foretold by pro- 
phecies ; and therefore the Christ was to rise from the dead. 


* «Post duos annos dierum, tertio in- 
cipiente, de carcere educitur Joseph. Et 
noster Joseph Christus Dominus die tertio 
amortuis resurrexit. Presentatur Phara- 
oni; mundo resurrectio declaratur—Data 
est Josepha Pharaone in tota A’gypto 
potestas. Et noster Joseph Christus Do- 
minus post resurrectionem dicit, Data est 
mihi omnis potestas in ceelo et in terra.’ 
Prosper. de Promis, et Predict. p.i. c. 29. 


+ ‘Ideo Isaac immolatus non est, quia 
resutrectio Filio Dei servata est.’ Prosper. 
de Promiss. et Predict. p.i.c. 17. Oras 
yae TU aylov Mvevpuaros TO eye rUTTHploy 
TUMIMDG Gpaporépas emriecicavrTos, TH TE 
hyarnutyo vid “al tw cummaguderxIevre 
meoparm, ware SeryOiives Ev ev Te wpoBarw 
70. To Savarou prvorhprov, ev dé Tw rovoyere? 
viv Conv, thy pon Stenomrouivny To Oavirw- 
Greg. Nyss. Orat.1. in Resur. ad init. 
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That Jesus, whom we believe to be the true and only Mes- 
sias, did xise from the dead according to the Scriptures, is a 
certain and infallible truth, delivered unto us, and confirmed 
by testimonies human, angelical, and divine. Those pious 
women which thought with sweet spices to anoint him dead, 
found him alive, “ held him by the feet, and worshipped him,” 
(Matt. xxviii. 9.) and as the first preachers of his resurrection, 
with fear and great joy ran to bring his disciples word. The 
blessed apostles follow them, to whom also “ he shewed him- 
self alive after his passion by many infallible proofs :” (Acts 
i. 3.) who “ with great power gave witness of the resurrection 
of the Lord Jesus ;” (Acts iv. 33.) the principal part of whose 
office consisted in this testimony, as appeareth upon the elec- 
tion of Matthias into the place of Judas, grounded upon this 
necessity. ‘‘ Wherefore of these men which have companied 
with us all the time that the Lord Jesus went in and out among 
us, must one be ordained to be a witness with us of his re- 
surrection.” (Acts i. 21, 22.) The rest of his disciples tes- 
tified the same, to whom he also appeared, even to “ five 
hundred brethren at once.” (1 Cor. xv. 6.) These were the 
witnesses of his own family, of such as worshipped him, such 
as believed in him. And because the testimony of an adver- 
sary is in such cases thought of greatest validity, we have not 
only his disciples, but even his enemies, to confirm it. Those 
soldiers that watched at the sepulchre, and pretended to keep 
his body from the hands of his apostles ; they which felt the 
earth trembling under them, and saw the “countenance of an 
angel like lightning, and his raiment white as snow;” they 
who upon that sight “‘ did shake and became as dead men,” 
while he whom they kept, became alive: even some of these 
“came into the city, and shewed unto the chief priests all the 
things that were done.” (Matt. xxviii. 3, 4.11.) Thus was 
the resurrection of Christ confirmed by the highest human 
testimonies, both of his friends and enemies, of his followers 
and revilers. 

But so great, so necessary, so important a mystery, had 
need of amore firm and higher testimony than that of man: 
and therefore an angel from heaven, who was ministerial in it, 
gave a present and infallible witness to it. He descended 
down, “ and came and rolled back the stone from the door, 
and sat upon it.” (Matt. xxviii. 2.) Nay, “two angels in 
white, sitting the one at the head, the other at the feet where 
the body of Jesus had lain, said unto the women, Why seek 
ye the living among the dead? he is not here, but is risen.” 
(John xx. 12.) These were the witnesses sent from heaven, 
this the angelic testimony of the resurrection. 

And ‘if we receive the witness of men,” or angels, “the 
witness of God is greater,” (1 John v. 9.) who did sufficiently 
attest this resurrection: not only because there was no other 
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power but that of God, which could effect it, but as our Saviour 
himself said, “The Spirit of truth which proceedeth from the 
Father, he shall testify of me;’’ adding these words to his 
apostles, ‘and ye shall bear witness, because ye have been 
with me from the beginning.” (John xv. 26, 27.) The Spirit 
of God sent down upon the apostles did thereby testify that 
Christ was risen, because he sent that Spirit from the Father ; 
and the apostles witnessed together with that Spirit, because 
they were enlightened, comforted, confirmed, and _ strength- 
ened in their testimony by the same Spirit. Thus God raised 
up Jesus, ‘and shewed him openly, not to all the people, but 
unto witnesses chosen before of God, even to those who did 
eat and drink with him, after he rose from the dead.” (Acts x. 
40, 41.) And thus, as it was foretold of the Messias, did our 
Jesus rise; which was the first part of our inquiry. 

For the second, concerning the reality and propriety of 
Christ’s resurrection, expressed in that term from the dead, 
it will be necessary first to consider what are the essential 
characters and proprieties of a true resurrection; and, se- 
condly, to shew how those proprieties do belong and are agree- 
able to the raising of Chrast. The proper notion of the resur- 
rection consists in. this, that it is a substantial change by 
which that which was before, and was corrupted, is reproduced 
the same thing again. It is said to be a change, that it may 
be distinguished from a second or new creation. For if God 
should annihilate a man or angel, and make the same man or 
angel out of nothing, though it were a restitution of the same 
thing, yet were it not properly a resurrection, because it is not 
a change or proper mutation, but a pure and total production. 
This change is called a substantial change, to distinguish it 
from all accidental alterations: he which awaketh from his 
sleep ariseth from his bed, and there is a greater change from 
sickness to health; but neither of these is a resurrection. It 
is called a change of that which was and hath been corrupted, 
because things immaterial and incorruptible cannot be said to 
rise again; resurrection implying a reproduction, and that 
which after it was, never was not, cannot be reproduced. 
Again, of those things which are material and corruptible, of 
some the forms continue and subsist after the corruption of 
the whole, of others not. The forms of inanimate bodies, and 
all irrational souls, when they are corrupted, cease to be; and 
therefore if they should be produced out of the same matter, 
yet were not this a proper resurrection, because thereby there 
would not be the same individual which was before, but only 
a restitution of the species by another individual. But when a 
rational soul is separated from its body, which is the corrup- 
tion of a man, that soul so separated doth exist, and conse- 
quently, is capable of conjunction and reunion with the body; 
and if the two be again united by an essential and vital union, 
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from which life doth necessarily flow, then doth the same man 
live which lived before; and consequently, this reunion is a 
perfect and proper resurrection from death to life, because the 
same individual person, consisting of the same soul and body, 
which was dead, is now alive again. 

Having thus delivered the true nature of a proper resurrec- 
tion, we shall easily demonstrate that Christ did truly and pro- 
perly rise from the dead. For, first, by a true, though miracu- 
lous, generation, he was made flesh; and lived in his human 
nature a true and proper life, producing vital actions as we do. 
Secondly, he suffered a true and proper dissolution at his 
death; his soul being really separated, and his body left with- 
out the least vitality, as our dead bodies are. Thirdly, the 
same soul was reunited to the same body, and so he lived again 
the same man. For the truth of which, two things are neces- 
sary to be shewn upon his appearing after death; the one con- 
cerning the verity, the other concerning the identity of his 
body. All the apostles doubted of the first ; for when Christ 
stood in the midst of them, ‘‘ they were affrighted, and sup- 
posed that they had seen a spirit.” But he sufficiently assured 
them of the verity of his corporeity, saying, “‘ Handle me and 
see: for a spirit hath not flesh and bones, as ye see me have.”* 
He convinced them all of the identity of his body, saying, 
“Behold my hands and my feet, that it is I myself;”’ (Luke 
xxiv. 37. 39.) especially unbelieving Thomas, “ Reach hither 
thy finger, and behold my hands; and reach hither thy hand, 
and thrust it into my side, and be not faithless, but believing.” 
(John xx. 27.) The body then in which he rose, must be the 
same in which he lived before, because it was the same with 
which he died. 

And that we might be assured of the soul as well as of the 
body: First, he gave an argument of the vegetative and nutri- 
tive faculty, saying unto them, ‘ Have ye here any meat? and 
they gave him a piece of a broiled fish, and of a honey-comb, 
and he took it and did eat before them.” (Luke xxiv. 41—43.) 
Secondly, of the sensitive part, conversing with them, shewing 
himself, seeing and hearing them. Thirdly, he gave evidence 
of his rational and intellectual soul, by speaking to them, and 
discoursing out of the Scriptures, concerning those things 
which he “ spake unto them, while he was yet with them.” 
(Ibid. 44.) Thus did he shew, that the body which they saw, 


* Thus Ignatius disputes against the Epist. ad Smyrn. §. 3. ‘ Palpandam 


Acunrai, in his days: "Eya yap pete viv 
avacracw ey cagul aitriv oda xual moredm 
ovTa, Kal ore meds odo weet Tléreov nASey, 
Epn avrois, AdBere, bnrapicart ue nal dere 
Ort ovx eieel Satoviov. Kal evdig abrod 
navro nat iglorevocay, xeatndivres Th capt 
avrou nal Ta mvevuart. Mera dé thy dva~ 
oracw cwepayey avrorg nal cuvémiev ws cag- 
Kin0S, KabTee TVEUAATINDS hvwxeévos TH Tarps. 


carnem Dominus prebuit, quam januis 
clausis introduxit—ut esse post resurrec- 
tionem ostenderet corpus suum et ejusdem 
nature et alterius gloria.’ Greg. Magn. 
Hom. 26. in Evang. ‘ Resurrexit Christus, 
absoluta res est. Corpus erat, caro erat, 
pependit in cruce, positus est in sepulcro, 
exhibuit illam vivam qui vivebat in illa.’ 
S. Aug. Serm. de Temp, 147, al. 242.§. 1. 
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was truly and vitally informed with a human soul. And that 
they might be yet farther assured that it was the same soul, by 
which that body lived before,* he gave a full testimony of his 
Divinity by the miracle which he wrought in the multitude of 
fishes caught, by breathing on the apostles the Holy Ghost, 
and by ascending into heaven in the sight of his disciples. 
For being “no man ascended into heaven but he which came 
from heaven, the Son of man which was in heaven,” (John 
iii. 13.) being the Divinity was never so united to any human 
soul but only in that person, it appeared to be the same soul 
with which he lived and wrought all the miracles before. To 
conclude, being Christ appeared after his death with the same 
body in which he died, and with the same soul united to it, it 
followeth that he rose from the dead by a true and proper resur- 
rection. 

Moreover, that the verity and propriety of Christ’s resurrec- 
tion may farther appear, it will be necessary to consider the 
cause thereof, by what power and by whom it was effected. 
And if we look upon the meritorious cause, we shall find it to 
be Christ himself. For he by his voluntary sufferings in his 
life, and exact obedience at his death, did truly deserve to be 
raised unto life again.}+ Because he drank of the brook in the 
way, because he humbled himself unto death, even to the death 
of the cross, therefore was it necessary that he should be ex- 
alted, and the first degree of his exaltation was his resurrec- 
tion. Now being Christ humbled himself to the sufferings 
both of soul and body; being whatsoever suffered, the same 
by the virtue and merit of his passion was to be exalted; being 
all other degrees of exaltation supposed that of the resurrec- 
tion: it followeth from the meritorious cause, that Christ did 
truly rise from the dead with the same soul and the same body, 
with which he lived united, and died separated. 

The efficient cause of the resurrection of Christ is to be 
considered either as principal or instrumental. The principal 
cause was God himself; for no other power but that which is 
omnipotent, can raise the dead. It is an act beyond the acti- 
vity of any creature, and unproportionate to the power of any 
finite agent. ‘This Jesus hath God raised up (saith the apo- 
stle), whereof we all are witnesses.” (Acts ii. 32.) And gene- 
rally in the Scriptures as our, so Christ’s, resurrection is attri- 
buted unto God ; and as we cannot hope after death to rise to 


* <Tdeo clausis ad discipulos ostiis 
introibat, et flatu suo dabat Spiritum 
Sanctum, et dato intelligentie lumine, 
sanctarum Scripturarum occulta pande- 
bat; et rursus idem vulnus lateris, fixuras 
clavorum, et omnia recentissime pas- 
sionis signa monstrabat, ut agnosceretur 
in eo proprietas divine humanzque na- 


ture individua permanere.’ Leo, Serm. 1. 
de Resurrectione, c. 3. 

+ ‘ Ut mediator Dei et hominum homo 
Christus Jesus resurrectione clarificaretur, 
prius humiliatus est passione : non enim 
a mortuis resurrexisset, si mortuus non 
fuisset. Humilitas claritatis est meritum, 
claritas humilitatis est premium.’ S. Au- 
gust. Tract. 104. in Ioan, §. 3, 


FROM THE DEAD. 387 


life again without the activity of an infinite and irresistible 
power, no more did Christ himself, who was no otherwise 
raised than by an eminent act of God’s omnipotency ; which 
is excellently set forth by the apostle, in so high an exaggera- 
tion of expressions, as | think is scarcely to be paralleled in 
any author, “‘ that we may know what is the exceeding great- 
ness of his power to usward who believe, according to the 
working of the might of his power which he wrought in Christ, 
when he raised him up from the dead.”* (Eph.i. 19.) Being 
then omnipotency is a divine attribute, and infinite power 
belongs to God alone; being no less power than infinite could 
raise our Saviour from the dead: it followeth, that whatsoever 
instrumental action might occur, God must be acknowledged 
the principal agent. 

And therefore in the Scriptures the raising of Christ is attri- 
buted to God the Father (according to those words of the 
apostle, “ Paul an apostle, not of men, neither by men, but by 
Jesus Christ, and God the Father who raised him from the 
dead,” Gal. i.1.); but it is not attributed to the Father alone. 
For to whomsoever that infinite power doth belong, by which 
Christ was raised, that person must be acknowledged to have 
raised him. And because we have already proved that the 
eternal Son of God is of the same essence, and consequently 
of the same power with the Father, and shall hereafter shew 
the same true also of the Holy Ghost; therefore we must like- 
wise acknowledge that the Father, Son, and Holy Ghost 
raised Christ from the dead.+ Nor is this only true by virtue 
of this ratiocination, but is also delivered expressly of the Son, 
and that by himself. It is a weak fallacy used by the Soci- 
nians, who maintain, that God the Father only raised Christ, and 
then say, they teach as much as the apostles did, who attribute 
it always either generally unto God, or particularly to the Fa- 
ther. For if the apostles taught it only so, yet if he which 
taught the apostles, taught us something more, we must make 


* Kat vi 7d boteBarrov petyebog rig Suve- 
Mews AVTOD Eig Huag TOS MicTEvOVTAS, xaTa 
Thy Eveoyeray rou HedToUs Tis loyUOg adTOD, hy 
Evheynoey tv Ta) Xeiorw. Which words our 
translation comes far short of, and EI 
doubt our Janguage can scarce reach it. 
For first, here are divepss, and isxig, two 
words to express the power of God, and 
the validity and force of it, but not suffi- 
cient ; wherefore there is an addition to 
each of them, péyeSog tig Suvamews, and 
xearog tig ioxvog, two words more to ex- 
press the eminent greatness of this power 
and force, but not sufficient yet; and 
therefore there is another addition to each 
addition, 70 iwepBaarov méyedos, and fh évég- 
yésa Tou xparous, to set forth the eminence 
and activity of that greatness ; and all yet 
as it were but flat and dull, till it be 


quickened with an active verb, %yv evneynesy 
ty TH Xeirr@ tyeleag abriv ex vexpav. All 
which he set on work, all which he actuated 
in Christ, when he raised him from the 
dead. 

+t ‘Quis nisi solus Filius resurrexit? 
Quia solus mori potuit, qui carnem habuit: 
et tamen ab hoc opere, quo solus Filius 
resurrexit, non erat Pater alienus, de quo 
scriptum est, Qui suscitavit a mortuis Je- 
sum. An forte se ipse non suscitavit ? Et 
ubi est quod ait, Solvite templum hoc, et 
triduo suscitabo illud? et quod potestatem 
habere se dicit ponendi et iterum sumendt 
animam suam? Quis autem ita desipiat, 
ut Spiritum Sanctum resurrectionenr ho- 
minis Christi dicat non cooperatum, cum 
ipsum hominem Christum fuerit opera- 
tus,’ S$, August. contra Serm. Arian. cap. 15. 
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that also part of our belief. They believe the Father raiséd' 
Christ, because St. Paul hath taught them so, and we believe 
the same: they will not believe that Christ did raise himself ; 
but we must also believe that, because he hath said so. These 
were his words unto the Jews, “‘ Destroy this temple, and in 
three days I will raise it up;” and this is the explication of the 
apostle, ‘“‘but he spake'of the temple of his body,” (John ii. 
19. 21.) which he might very properly call a temple, because 
“the fulness of the Godhead dwelt in him bodily.” (Col. ii. 9.) 
And ‘‘ when he was risen from the dead, his disciples remem- 
bered that he had said this unto them, and they believed the 
Scripture and the word that Jesus had said.” (John ii. 22.) 
Now if, upon the resurrection of Christ, the apostles believed 
those words of Christ, “ Destroy this temple, and I will 
raise it up,” then did they believe that Christ raised himself; 
for in those words there is a person mentioned which raised. 
Christ, and no other person mentioned but himself. 

A strange opposition they make to the evidence of this ar- 
gument, saying, that God the Father raised Christ to life,* and 
Christ being raised to life, did lift and raise his body out of the 
grave, as the man sick of the palsy raised himself from the bed, 
or as we Shall raise ourselves out of the graves when the trump 
shall sound: and this was all which Christ did or could do. 
But if this were true, and nothing else were to be understood 
in those words of our Saviour, he might as well have said, 
‘Destroy this temple, and in three days any one of you may 
raise it up.’ For when life was restored unto it by God, any 
one of them might have lifted it up, and raised it out of the 
grave, and have shewn it alive. 

This answer therefore is a mere shift: for to raise a body 
which is dead, is, in the language of the Scriptures, to give 
life unto it, or to quicken a mortal body. “ Foras the Father 
raiseth up the dead and quickeneth them, even so the Son 
quickeneth whom he will.”+ (John v. 21.) He then which 


* «Aliter Deus Christum  suscitavit, 
aliter. Christus corpus suum. Deus 
Christo vitam restituendo, Christus vita 
recuperata corpus suum levando, et e se- 
pulcro prodeundo, seque post mortem 
vivum sistendo prebendoque. Sic et pa- 
ralyticus ille erexerat corpus suum, ac- 
cepta a Christo sanitate: sic et omnes 
mortui surgent, et ex monumentis prodi- 
bunt, recepta ab eodem Christo vita.’ 
Confessionis Sociniane Vindices. 

t "Eyeteew rove vexpovc and Cworroeiy is 
the same thing ; and therefore one in the 
Apodosis answereth to both in the Pro- 
tasis, and sheweth that Christ raiseth and 
quickeneth whom he will, which demon- 
strateth his infinite and absolute power. 
Kalrot 70, ovdey Suvarat ah EavTov woe, TH, 
ods SéAes, tvaytioy torw. Et yae ovg Oéacr, 


Stvarat ap Eavrod qoreiv, 7d yap Oérer eFou- 
ciage si 38 ov Styarar ap EauTov, ovmeTs ods 
Sérg. To pwév yee, womee 6 rare tyeleet, Tig 
Suvapemg Seluvucs tiv d@waparrctlayy +O de, 
ovg SéAgs, tis ELouriag tavicdenra. S. Chry- 
sost. Hom. 38. in Ioan. Where it is very 
observable that though eyeipew rove vexgovs 
and ¢womosiy be the same in the language 
of the Scriptures, yet éysipew and Cwoyovely 
are not the same. By which observation 
the late learned Bishop of Ely, hath most 
evidently detected that Socinian cavil. 
‘Si quis obstinate vocem eacitabo [éysp%] 
urgere vult, is animadvertet quid D. 
Jesus alibi dicat, Eum qui perdiderit ani- 
mam, vivificaturum eam. Ubi si. quis 
insistere vellet ipsis verbis, eum colligere 
oporteret, Credentes etiam ipsos sese vi- 
vificaturos, et a mortuis excitaturos.’ 


FROM THE DEAD. 389 


-quickeneth the dead bodies of others when he raiseth them, 
he also quickened his own body, when he raised that. The 
temple is supposed here to be dissolved, and being so, to be 
raised again; therefore the suscitation must answer to the 
dissolution. But the temple of Christ’s body was dissolved 
when his soul was separated, nor was it any other way dissolved 
than by that separation. God suffered not his “ Holy One to 
see corruption,” and therefore the parts of his body, in respect 
of each to other, suffered no dissolution. Thus as the apostle 
desired to be “ dissolved and to be with Christ,” so the temple 
of Christ’s body was dissolved here, by the separation of his 
soul: forthe temple standing was the body living; and there- 
fore the raising of the dissolved temple was the quickening of 
the body. If the body of Christ had been laid down in the 
sepulchre alive, the temple had not been dissolved; therefore 
to lift it up out of the sepulchre when it was before quickened, 
was not to raise a dissolved temple, which our Saviour pro- 
mised he would do, and the apostles believed he did. 

Again, it is most certainly false that our Saviour had power 
only to lift up his body when it was revived, but had no power of 
himself to reunite his soul unto his body, and thereby to revive 
it. For Christ speaketh expressly of himself, “I lay down my 
life (or soul) that I might take it again. No man taketh it 
from me, but I lay it down of myself. I have power to lay it 
down, and I have power to take it again.” (John x. 17, 18.) 
The laying down of Christ’s life was to die, and the taking of it 
again was to revive; and by his taking of his life again, he 
shewed himself to be the “ resurrection and the life.” (John xi. 


Cat. Racov. Sect. ix. p. 334. For éysea 
hath manifest relation to the dead, but 
Cwoyov® unto the living. And therefore 
our translation hath very well rendered 
those words, Luc. xvii, 33. 0g éav dmroAéon 
aviv, Cwoyovnzes abrny, ** Whosoever shall 
lose his life, shall preserve it :”’ so that 
Cwoyovety Puxiv is to preserve life, which in- 
terpretation is most evident out of the 
antithesis of the same place : “Og éay @n- 
thon thy Luyny adToU carat, dmohices avTny, 
For caoat and derodéce: in the former part 
are the same with azroaéce: and Cwoyovness 
in the latter. And beside, this is the 
language of St. Luke, who, Acts vii. 19. 
says, that the Egyptians ill-intreated the 
Israelites, ro wosiv exSera tu Bpépn ad- 
THY, Eigrd pun CoroyoretrOar, ‘So that they 
cast out their young children, to the end 
they might not live,” that is, remain alive, 
Syr. pm x57, ne servarentur, ne viverent, 
as the Arabic. In which words there is 
a manifest reference to that place in 
Exodus, where thrice this word is used 
in that sense by the LXX. as i.17. y»nm 
DTN ual ECwoydvoy re deceva, Vulg. 
Trans. sed conservabant mares, Chald. 


NMIA-TY NYP; SO verse 18. ECwoyovetre ra 
aeoeva, and 22. nat wév Oiiru Cwoyoverte avTo. 
And indeed 7'n in Piel is often used for 
keeping or preserving alive, and is so seve- 
ral times translated, Cweyova as well as 
Cwyee, as Jud. vill. 19. orm, & Ewo- 
YOVNKELTE AVTOUG, ode ay awenTEWatuas, Vulg. 
Trans. Si servassetis eos, non vos occiderem, 
“lf ye had saved them alive, 1 would 
not slay you.” 1 Sam. xxvii. 9. mm N'A 
ual oin ECwoyives avdpa, % yuvaixa, Vulg. 
Trans. Nec relinguebat viventem virum aut 
mulierem, ** And left neither man nor 
woman alive.” And which is yet nearer 
to our purpose, 1 Kings xx. 31. mmx 
qwpi mx LXX. elarws Cwoyovnces rag Luyas 
nay, Vulg. Trans. Forsitan salvabit animas 
nostras, ‘* Peradventure he will save thy 
life.” So that @woyovety in the language of 
the LXX. is to save alive, and Qwoyovety thy 
Luxiv, is to preserve one’s life. So that 
St. Luke, in the text cited by the Soci- 
nians, could intend no more than that he 
which was ready to lose his life for Christ, 
should thereby preserve it, and conse- 
quently he speaks nothing of the raising 
of the dead. 
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25.) For he which was “ made of the seed of David according 
to the flesh, was declared to be the Son of God with power, 
according to the Spirit of holiness, by the resurrection from the 
dead.” (Rom. i. 4.) But if Christ had done no more in the re- 
surrection, than lifted up his body when it was revived, he had 
done that which any other person might have done, and so had 
not declared himself to be the Son of God with power. It 
remaineth therefore, that Christ by that power which he had 
within himself, did take his life again which he had laid down, 
did reunite his soul unto his body, from which he separated it 
when he gave up the ghost, and so did quicken and revive him- 
self: and so it is a certain truth, not only that God the Father 
raised the Son, but also that God the Son raised himself.* 

From this consideration of the efficient cause of Christ’s re- 
surrection, we are yet farther assured, that Christ did truly and 
properly rise from the dead in the same soul and the same 
body. For if we look upon the Father, it is beyond all contro- 
versy that he raised his own Son: and as while he was here 
alive, God spake from heaven, saying, ‘ This is my well-beloved 
Son;” so after his death it was the same person, of whom he 
spake by the prophet, “Thou art my Son, this day have I be- 
gotten thee.” (Psal. ii. 7. Acts xi. 33.) If we look upon 
Christ himself, and consider him with power to raise himself, 
there can be no greater assurance that he did totally and truly 
arise in soul and body by that Divinity, which was never sepa- 
rated either from the body or from the soul. And thus we 
have sufficiently proved our second particular, the verity, reality, 
and propriety, of Christ’s resurrection, contained in those words, 
He rose from the dead. 

The third particular concerns the time of Christ’s resurrection, 
which is expressed by the third day: and those words afford a 
double consideration; one in respect of the distance of time, 
as it was after threedays; the other in respect of the day, 
which was the third day from his passron, and the precise day 
upon which he rose. _ For the first of these, we shall shew that 
the Messeas, who was foretold both to die and to rise again, 
was not to rise before, and was to rise upon the third day after 
his death; and that in correspondence to these predictions, 
our Jesus, whom we believe to be the true Messzas, did not rise 
from the dead until, and did rise from the dead upon, the 
third day. | 

The typical predictions of this truth were two, answering to 


autem suscitanda mortuus erat. Non 


* Kal danbdc tmabev, wo ual danbao avé- 
enim Pater solus Filium suscitavit, de 


orncev avr. S. Ignat. ad Smyrn. §. 2. ‘Si 
peccati confessor revixit a morte, quis eum 
suscitayit ? Nullus mortuus est sul ipsius 
suscitator. lille se potuit suscitare, qui 
mortua carne nou mortuus est. Etenim 
hoc suscitavit quod mortuum fuerat. Ile 
s@ suscitavit qui vivebat in se, in carne 


quo dictum estab Apostolo, Propter quod 
eum Deus exaltavit, sed etiam Dominus se- 
ipsum, id est, corpus suum: unde dicit, 
Solvite templum hoc, et in triduo suscitabo 
ilind.’ S. August. de Verb, Domin. Serm. 8. 
al. 67. §. 2. 
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our two considerations, one in reference to the distance, the 
other in respect of the day itself. The first is that of the pro- 
phet Jonas, who “ was in the belly of the fish three days and 
three nights,” and then by the special command of God he was 
rendered safe ‘‘upon the dry land,” and sent a preacher of re- 
pentance to the great city of Nineveh. (Jonah 1. 17.11. 10. iii. 2.) 
This was an express type of the Messzas then to come, who was 
to preach repentance and remission of sins to all nations ; that 
“as Jonas was three days and three nights in the whale’s belly, 
so should the Son of man be three days and three nights in the 
heart of the earth :” (Matt. xii. 40.) and as he was restored 
alive unto the dry land again, so should the Messzas after three 
days, be taken out of the jaws of death, and restored unto the 
land of the living. 

The type in respect of the day was the waved sheaf in the 
feast of the first-fruits, concerning which this was the law of 
God by Moses, ‘‘ When ye be come into the land which I give 
unto you, and shall reap the harvest thereof, then shall ye bring 
a sheaf of the first-fruits of your harvest unto the priest: and 
he shall wave the sheaf before the Lord to be accepted for you: 
on the morrow after the sabbath the priest shall wave it. And 
ye shall offer that day when ye wave the sheaf, an he-lamb 
without blemish of the first year for a burnt-offering unto the 
Lord.” (Lev. xxiii. 1O—12.) For under the Levitical Law, all 
the fruits of the earth in the land of Canaan were profane; none 
might eat of them till they were consecrated, and that they 
were in the feast of the first-fruits. One sheaf was taken out 
of the field and brought to the priest, who lifted it up as it 
were in the name of all the rest, waving it before the Lord, and 
it was accepted for them, so that all the sheaves in the field 
were holy by the acceptation of that: ‘‘ For if the first-fruits 
be hoiy, the lump also is holy.” (Rom. xi. 16.) And this was 
always done the day after the sabbath, that is, the paschal so- 
lemnity, after which the fulness of the harvest followed: by 
which thus much was foretold and represented, that as the 
sheaf was lifted up and waved, and the lamb was offered on 
that day by the priest to God, so the promised Messias, that 
immaculate Lamb which was to die, that priest which dying 
was to offer up himself to God, was upon this day to be lifted 
up and raised from the dead, or rather to shake and lift up and 
present himself to God, and so to be accepted for us all, that so 
our dust might be sanctified, our corruption hallowed, our mor- 
tality consecrated to eternity. Thus was the resurrection of 
the Messzas after death typically represented both in the dis- 
tance and the day. 

And now in reference to both resemblances, we shall clearly 
shew, that our Jesus, whom we believe, and have already proved 
to be the true Messias, was so long and no longer dead, as to 
rise the third day ; and did so order the time of his death, that 
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the third day on which he rose, might be that very day, on 
which the sheaf was waved, the day after that sabbath men- 
tioned in the Law. 

As for the distance between the resurrection and the death 
of Christ, it is to be considered, First, generally in itself, as it 
is some space of time: Secondly, as it is that certain and de- 
terminate space of three days. Christ did not, would not, sud- 
denly arise, lest any should doubt that he ever died. It was 
as necessary for us that he should die, as that he should live ; 
and we, which are to believe them both, were to be assured as 
well of the one as of the other. That therefore we may be as- 
certained of his death, he did some time continue it. He might 
have descended from the cross before he died; but he would 
not, because he had undertaken to die forus.* He might have 
revived himself upon the cross after he had given up the ghost,+ 
and before Joseph came to take him down; but he would not, 
lest as Pilate questioned whether he were already dead, so we 
might doubt whether he ever died. The reward of his resurrec- 
tion was immediately due upon his passion, but he deferred the 
receiving of it, lest either of them being questioned, they both 
might lose their efficacy and intended operation. It was there- 
fore necessary that some space should intercede between them. 

Again, because Cfrist’s exaltation was due unto his humi- 
liation, and the first step of that was his resurrection; because 
the apostles after his death were to preach repentance and re- 
mission of sins through his blood, who were no way qualified 
to preach any such doctrine till he rose again; because the 
Spirit could not be sent till he ascended, and he could not 
ascend into heaven till he rose from the grave: therefore the 
space between his resurrection and passion could not be long; 
nor can there be any reason assigned why it should any longer 
be deferred, when the verity of his death was once sufficiently 
proved. Lest therefore his disciples should be long held in 
suspense, or any person after many days should doubt whether 
he rose with the same body with which he died, or no; that he 
might shew himself alive while the soldiers were watching at 
the grave, and while his crucifixion was yet in the mouths of 
the people, he would not stay many days before he rose.{ 


* «De cruce descendere poterat, sed ov. 8S. Athanus. de Incarn. Verb. §. 26. 


differebat ut de sepulcro resurgeret.’ 8S. 
August. in Ioan. Tract. 12. §. 6. 
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Some distance then of time there was, but not great, between 
his crucifixion and his resurrection. 

The particular length of this space is determined in the third 
day: but that expression being capable of some diversity of 
interpretation, it is not so easily concluded, how long our Sa- 
viour was dead or buried before he revived or rose again. It 
is written expressly in St. Matthew, that as “ Jonas was three 
days and three nights in the whale’s belly, so should the Son 
of man be three days and three nights in the heart of the earth.” 
(xii. 40.) From whence it seemeth to follow, that Christ’s body 
was for the space of three whole days and three whole nights 
in the grave, and after that space of time arose from thence. 
And hence some have conceived, that being our Saviour rose 
on the morning of the first day of the week, therefore it must 
necessarily follow, that he died and was buried on the fifth day 
of the week before, that is, on Thursday ; otherwise it cannot 
be true, that he was in the grave three nights. 

But this place, as express as it seems to be, must be consi- 
dered with the rest, in which the same truth is delivered: as 
when our Saviour said, “ After three days I will rise again ;” 
(Matt. xxvii. 63. Mark viii. 31.) and again, “ Destroy this tem- 
ple, and in three days I will build it up;” (John ti. 19.) or, 
*‘ within three days I will build another made without hands.” 
(Mark xiv. 58.) But that which is most used, both in our Sa- 
viour’s prediction before his death, and in the apostles’ lan- 
guage after the resurrection, is, that he “ rose from the dead the 
third day.”+ (Matt. xvi. 21. xvii. 23. xx. 19. Mark ix. 31. x. 34. 
Luke ix. 22. xvi. 33. xxiv. 7. 46. Acts x. 40. 1 Cor. xv. 4.) 
Now, according to the language of the Scriptures, if Christ were 
slain and rose the third day, the day in which he died is one, 
and the day on which he rose is another, and consequently 
‘there could be but one day and two nights between the day of 
his death and of his resurrection. As in the case of circum- 
cision, the male child eight days old was to be circumcised, in 
which the day on which the child was born was one, and the 
day on which he was circumcised was another, and so there 
were but six complete days between the day of his birth and 
the day of his circumcision. The day of Pentecost was the 
fiftieth day from the day of the wave-offering ; but in the num- 
ber of the fifty days was both the day of the wave-offering and 
of Pentecost included ; as now among the Christians still it is. 
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* These several phrases are used ; first, 
that Christ was in the heart of the 
earth teeto nuteac, ual retig yiurace se- 
condly, that he was to rise pera reels turé- 
eas thirdly, that he would rebuild this 
temple év teicly hégais, and die Tecav nee" 
and lastly, that he rose +i veirn nyéea, 
which is the most general and constant 
form of speech. 
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Whitsunday is now the day of Pentecost, and Easter-day the 
day of the resurrection, answering to that of the wave- offering ; 
but both these must be reckoned to make the number of fifty 
days. Christ then, who rose upon the first day of the week (as 
is confessed by all), died upon the sixth day of the week be- 
fore: for if he had died upon the fifth, he had risen not upon 
the third, but the fourth day, as Lazarus did.* Being then it 
is most certain that our Saviour rose on the third day s+ being, 
according to the constant language of the Greeks and Hebrews, 
he cannot be said to rise to life on the third day, who died upon 
any other day, between which and the day of his resurrection 
there intervened any more than one day: therefore those other 
forms of speech which are far less frequent, must be so inter- 
preted as to be reduced to this expression of the third day so 
often reiterated. 

When therefore we read that after three days he would raise 
the temple of his body, we must not imagine that he would 


* Lazarus is said to be reragrutog four 
days dead, that is, counting the day on 
which he died, and the day on which his 
sister spake to our Saviour at his sepul- 
chre. And being | he was raised then, he 
rose 74 rerdprn nator, the fourth day. Our 
Saviour rose +h reirn héec, and therefore 
he was vprratog when he rose ; and so the 
fathers call him, as you may observe in 
the words last cited out of Athanasius, 
p. 392. 

+ As we read in Plutarch: Zorgvs 6 
Oscorictos EFe0ave, ual rerratos non wept ra¢ 
Tapas avrag aviveyne. De sera Numin. Vin- 
dict.c. 11. And of that spirit ina boy 
possessed, who hated all women : "Emel 4 
yuva qeel THY eoviy UBpice, TpiTasou nelprévou 
yapanbeion exépw. Philostrat. de Vit. Apoll, 
Tyan, }.iii.c. 12. What this rpiratoc is, 
the Greek grammarians will teach us. 
Tete potv 56 rica awavre TO Tpla TUX oy h TEC 
caegn, apis S870 worry TO Tplroy  TéeTAp- 
voy mt raZews, meee d8 76 moray 70 El 
vatoy i Teragr oie" ofav mpeg 7, WOrTaros am” 
oupavou mei get 5 3 AMWAvTNG ES vO Terratos uy | n 
Teragralos, Hyouy TelTny Heeeeay Exe ad ou Ieb~ 
pegs teraderny. Schol. Eurip. Hecuba, ver. 
32. Tpirates then, in respect of his coming 
to or from any place, is that person which 
is now the third day in or from that place; 
which cannot be better interpreted, as to 
the Greek language, than in the expres- 
sion of a Tertian fever, called so because 
the second accession is upon the third 
day from the first, and the third from the 
second, &c. In which case there is but 

‘one day between, in which the patient is 
wh olly yfree from his disease : from whence 
maed ylay and tpiraixa¢ is the same in the 
language of the physicians. This is ex- 
cellently expressed by Alexander Aphro- 


diszeus i in that problematical question : Ate 
TiO pee Tpiratos Ex Segaot Xupeou yeyviqnevos, 
ual Exwv marri€ovcay nal xaTEAauvoUcaY YO- 
Anv, Wace pray miverrase 6 OE aeahnrepives, 
EXwv medica TO pArAtyuarn Bapvrnts xat pu- 
xpotnrs nab’ irteav 6 Sé Teragraios did Sto 
nprepav ratowv, Probl, 10.1. ii. The Quo- 
tidian ague hath its accessions x20" iywéeay 
the Tertian wage jiav (sub. smécav) after 
one day of perfect intermission; the 
Quartan %&& vo iyteay pstcwv. In the 
same manner he mentions the wexwratoy, 
the EBdonatov, and éwaratey: in all which 
this is constantly observable, that the days 
of perfect intermission are fewer by two, 
than the number in the name of the fever: 
for if the fever be a teraios, the day of 
intermission is but one, if reragratos two, 
if wemratos three, if eCdonatos five, if Ev- 
varatog seven. Thus if our Saviour were 
one whole day in the grave, and died the 
day before, and rose the day after, he did 
rise teiratog: if he were two whole days 
in the grave, he rose teragraics. So Ari- 
stotle : Asa ri 6 vunreervds Ropéag Tpiraios An- 
yet morseov Ort amd pngds nat deSevoiis ap- 
xiiss 1 splen de ugioipeos. Problem. Sect. 
xxvi- prob. 15, Ti pity therefore and 
werratog is the same. For from aplrn 
comes teiraiog, and from terdprn teTag- 
sates, in which nuéea is always under- 
stood.  Teragratos, rerpaneepos. Suidas. 
Tesitaios then is resnprtpog’ muceros Teraloc, 
die reirng: and reragratos, Ua rerdprns. 
Thus being Christ did certainly rise +i 
velr népa, he did rise according to the 
Greeks wprratosy and according to the 
same then he must also rise mapa play, 
that is, one day only interceding between 
the day of his death and the day of his 
resurrection. 
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continue the space of three whole days dead, and then revive 
himself; but upon the third day he would rise again: as Joseph 
and his mother, “‘after three days found him in the temple,” 
(Luke ii. 46.) that is, the third day after he tarried behind in 
Jerusalem. And when we read, that he was three days and 
three nights in the heart of the earth, we must not look upon 
these nights as distinct from the days,* but as Moses spake, 
“‘ the evening and the morning,” that is, the night and the day, 
“were the first day ;” (Gen. i. 5.) and as the saint spake unto 
Daniel, “‘ unto two thousand and three hundred evenings and 
mornings,” (Dan. viii. 14.) intending thereby so many days: nor 
must we imagine that those three days were completed after 
our Saviour’s death, and before he rose; but that upon the first 
of those three days he died, and upon the last of those three 
days he rose. As we find that “ eight days were accomplished 
for the circumcising of the child ;” (Luke ii. 21.) and yet Christ 
was born upon the first, and circumcised upon the last of those 
eight days:} nor were there any more than six whole days 


* A night and a day in the Hebrew 
language, not used to compositions, is the 
same with the Greek w8nuscoy or nepo- 
WUTIOV, INN OY Apa my any “The even- 
ing and the morning were the first day.” 
For though “ God called the light day, 
and the darkness he called night,” yet at 
the same time that day and that night was 
called day. Gen. i. 5. So that the same 
word oy in the same verse signifieth both 
the natural and artificial day. And the 
evening and the morning are sometimes 
put instead of the day ; as Dan. viii, 14. 
Moxa wow ob>ox spa any sy “ Unto two 
thousand and three hundred days :” and 
verse 26, “pam anyn nox which we 
translate, ‘‘ the vision of the evening and 
the morning,” but might be rather trans- 
lated in reference to the former, the vision 
of the days, viz. the 2300 days before 
spoken of. Now though a day be thus 
diversely taken, yet in the measuring of 
any time, which containeth in it both days 
and nights, a day is always taken in that 
sense, in which it comprehendeth both 
day and night. Thus Galen, who is very 
punctual and exact in all his language, 
and full of expositions of the words he 
uses, to prevent mistakes, being to speak 
of the critical days, gives notice that by 
a day he understands not that space of 
time, which is opposed to the night, but 
that which comprehendeth both the night 
and the day : ‘Hyeépay Sndovors crag’ SAoy Tov 
Adyov Eiencomeévoic, oUK Ex Tho hteag adThs 
pong cuvertHcay, AAAX Kal THg vUKTOS YX povoU 
xabdmee ovv, wat Tov alive Terduovra hcegiy 
Elva AEyoeev, OD Lovey TOUTE Tov Ypdvoy, dV 
Umep Tis yis 6 HAsoc palveras, Wporayoeevorrss 
herteay, AAS nal Tov The vURTIG adTw Teor. 


Oévres, ovrag SE mwas ual Tov EviavToy wEVTE 
nat ennovta xal Teranoriov hysceav eivat 
gapev. De Crisibus, |. ii. c. 2. This is 
observed by St. Basil to be also the cus- 
tom of the Scriptures, upon these words 
in Genesis: “Eyévero ovy écorépa, eyévero 
Mewt, TO hereeovuxTsov AEyes* oVKETL Weornyopev- 
TEV, HeLepa Kal WE, dAAL TH EWKpaTooVT THY 
waray @eornyoeay arréverne. Tavrny av xat 
ev aon Th ypadn viv cunBerav eUpoic, Ev TH 
TU Hedvou meTpHcEL, Hrépas hesOenueévac, ovyt 
€ nal vwinrag wera tov nusewy. In Hexaem. 
Hom. 2. Now being generally in all com- 
putations of time, as St. Basil observeth, 
é&v TH TOU Yedvou erence, a day was taken 
for the whole space of day and night ; and 
as the evening and morning signifieth the 
same, that is a day: and 2300 evenings 
and mornings no more than somany days; 
and so three days and three nights in the 
computation of time signifieth no more 
than three days, (For ‘‘ God called the 
light day, and the darkness he called 
night, and the evening and the morning 
were the first day, and the evening and 
the morning were the second day,” &c.) 
being three days in the language of the 
Scripture are said to be fulfilled when the 
third day is come, though it be not wholly 
passed over ; it followeth, that to be three 
days dead, or to be three days and three 
nights dead, in the Hebrew language, 
cannot necessarily infer any more, than 
that the person spoken of did continue 
dead till the third day. 

+ As we read of the circumcision of our 
Saviour, @@AnoSncay héeat oxte Luke ii. 
21. so of Zachary, ws éwrncSncay al hyeéeas 
Tig Kervroveyiag avrov* Lukei. 23. and though 
the number ¢xr® were not expressed, yet 
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between the day of his birth and the day of his circumcision ; 
the one upon the 25th of December, the other upon the Ist of 
January. And as the Jews were wont to speak, the priests in 
their courses by the appointment of David were to minister 
before the Lord eight days, whereas every week a new course 
succeeded, and there were but seven days’ service for each 
course (the sabbath on which they began, and the sabbath on 
which they went off, being both reckoned in the eight days); 
so the day on which the Son of God was crucified, dead, and 
buried, and the day on which he revived and rose again, were 
included in the number of three days. And thus did our 
Saviour rise from the dead upon the third day properly, and 
was three days and three nights in the heart of the earth 
synecdochically.* 

This is sufficient for the clearing the precise distance of 
Christ’s resurrection from his crucifixion, expressed in the de- 
terminate number of three days: the next consideration is, 
what day of the week that third day was, on which Christ did 
actually rise, and what belongeth to that day in relation to his 
resurrection. Two characters there are which will evidently 
prove the particularity of this third day; the first is the de- 
scription of that day in respect of which this is called the 
third, after the manner already delivered and confirmed; the 
second is the evangelist’s expression of the time on which 


Christ rose. 


it is to be understood according to the 
Janguage of the Scripture in other cases, 
and of Josephus particularly in this: 
Average 38 lav waredy dsanoveicSa: Ta Ow 
Emt hyteas uta, amd caBRarou emi cABRarov. 
Antiq. Jud. |. vii. c. 11. 


* So St. Jerome on Jonas ii. 1. ‘ Et erat 
Junas in ventre piscis tribus diebus et tribus 
noctibus. Hujus loci mysterium in Evan- 
‘gelio Dominus exponit; et superfluum 
est, vel idipsum, vel aliud dicere quam 
exposuit ipse qui passus est. Hoc solum 
querimus, quomodo tres dies et tres noctes 
fuerit in corde terre. Quidam sapacueviy, 
quando sole fugiente ab hora sexta usque 
ad horam nonam, nox successit diei, in 
duos dies et noctes dividunt, et apponentes 
Sabbatum, tres dies et tres noctes esti- 
mant supputandas: nos vero cuvexdoxsxa1¢ 
totum intelligamus a parte ; ut ex eo quod 
ev Wapacuevi mortuus est, unam diem sup- 
putemus et noctem, et Sabbati alteram ; 
‘tertiam vero noctem, que diei Dominice 
mancipatur, referamus ad exordinm diel 
alterius : nam et in Genesi nox non pre- 
cedentis. diei est, sed sequentis, id est, 
principium futuri, non finis preteriti.’ To 
‘the same purpose St. Augustin: ‘Ipsum 
autem triduum non totum et plenum fuisse 
Scriptura testis est: sed primus dies a 


parte extrema totus annumeratus est; 
dies vero tertius a parte prima et ipse 
totus; medius autem inter eos, i. e. se- 
cundus dies absolute totus viginti quatuor 
horis suis, duodecim nocturnis, et duo- 
decim diurnis. Crucifixus est enim primo 
Judzorum vocibus hora tertia ; cum esset 
dies sexta Sabbati. Deinde, in ipsa cruce 
suspensus est hora sexta, et spiritum red- 
didit horanona. Sepultus est autem cum 
jam sero factum esset: sic sese habent 
verba evangelii, quod intelligitur in fine 
diei. Unde libet ergo incipias, etiamsi 
alia ratio reddi potest, quomodo non sit 
contra evangelium Johannis, ut hora tertia 
ligno suspensus intelligatur; totum diem 
primum non comprehendis. Ergo a parte 
extrema totus computabitur, sicut tertius 
a parte prima. Nox enim usque ad dilu- 
culum, quo Domini resurrectio declarata 
est, ad tertium diem pertinet.’ De Trinit. 
l.iv.c.6. And after him Leo the Great: 
‘ Ne turbatos Discipulorum animos longa 
mcestitudo cruciaret, denunciatam tridui 
moram tam mira celeritate breviavit, ut 
dum ad integrum secundum diem pars 
primi novissima et pars tertii, prima con- 
currit, et aliquantum temporis spatio de- 
cideret, et nihil diernm numero deperiret.’ 
De Resur. Domini, Serm.1, c. 2. vid. Isidor. 
Pelus. 1. 1. Epist, 114. 
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The character of the day in which our Saviour died is un- 
deniable, for it is often expressly called the preparation ;* as 
we read, they therefore laid Jesus in the garden, “ because of 
the Jews preparation-day, for the sepulchre was nigh at hand.” 
(John xix. 42.) And “ the next day that followed the prepara- 
tion,” the chief priests and pharisees asked a guard. (Matt. 


Xxvil. 62.) 


Now this day of preparation was the day imme- 


diately before the sabbath, or some other great feast of the 
Jews called by them the eve of the sabbath or the feast; and 
therefore called the preparation, because on that day they did 
prepare whatsoever was necessary for the celebration of the 
following festival, according to that command in the case of 
manna, “It shall come to pass that on the sixth day they 
shall prepare that which they bring in, and it shall be twice as 


* TIagacueun, ‘ Parasceue interpretatur 
preparatio,’ saith St. Augustin ; de consen. 
Evang. |. iii. §. 50. and in the Greek 
language it signifieth generally any pre- 
paration of what nature soever: but in 
this case it signifieth rather the time in 
which preparation was made, as Luke 
xxiii. 54. Kal tyeépa hy wagacxevn: and that 
preparation among the Jews for the sab- 
bath, as St. Mark xv. 42. “Eqel tv waga- 
gxEvn, 0 Eors meocabarov and in the edict 
of Augustus Cesar : "Eyyias 72 pat opronoyety 
ev cd BBacwh rh wed Tavtns mwagacnern amd 
eas ewdeng: Joseph. Jud. Ant. 1. xvi. c. 10. 
which is well expressed by Synesius, ep. 4. 
‘Huten pty oby AV, HyTWa ayoucw of Tovdatos 
TagacKevny, Tiv 3 wWRTA TH LET AUTHY Neer 
AoyiGovrase nad” Hy ovdevt Dépeeg Early evepyov 
EXEW TV YEtea, AAA Tiare SsapeccvTws 
aitiy ayourw ameaklay. This magacuevy of 
the Hebrews was answerable to the cena 
pura of the Gentiles, as the old glossary, 
Cena pura, meoctBRarov: and in Gloss. 
Latino-Arabico, ‘ Parasceue coena pura, id 
est, preparatio que fit prosabbato.’ From 
whence some of the fathers so interpret 
the eves of the Jewish sabbaths, as Ter- 
tullian: ‘Dies observatis et menses et 
tempora et annos et sabbata, ut opinor, 
et caenas puras et jejunia et dies magnos.’ 
Adv. Marcion. |. v. c. 4. ‘ Acceleratam 
vult intelligi sepulturam, ne advesper- 
asceret; quando jam propter parasceuen, 
quam ceenam puram Judei Latine usita- 
tius apud nos vocant, facere tale quid non 
licebat.’ S$. August. Tract. 120. in Ioan. 
§.5. And the ancient translators of the 
Greek fathers did use the Latin cena pura 
for the Greek wapacnevh. As the inter- 
preter of St. Chrysostom, Serm. in Nata- 
lem Ioan. Bapt. ‘Qua enim die conceptus 
est Dominus, eadem die et passus est: 
eadem ipsa die ceena pura fuit, in qua et 
luna quarta decima oceurrit.’ So likewise 
the old interpreter of Irenzeus: ‘Parasceue, 


que dicitur coena pura, id est, sexta feria, 
quam et Dominus ostendit passus in ea.’ 
Iren. adv. Heres. J. v. c. 23. ‘Mosen in 
sexta die dixisse, que est coena pura.’ |. i, 
c.14.§. 6. As therefore the cena pura 
among the Gentiles was that time in which 
they prepared and sanctified themselves 
for their sacred solemnities, so the Jews 
did make use of that word to signify their 
sanctification, and of the Greek raeacusun 
to testify the preparation of all things used 
on their holy days, upon the eve thereof, 
or day before. ‘ Parasceue Latine prepa- 
ratio est; sed isto verbo Greco libentius 
utuntur Judzi in hujusmodi observatio- 
nibus, etiam qui magis Latine quam Grece 
loquuntur,’ saith St. Augustin, Tract. 117. 
in Ioan. §.2. So that the same Father 
testifieth that the Jews, speaking Latin 
in his time, did sometimes use parasceue, 
sometimes cena pura, for their eve of pre- 
paration. Otherwise in their own lan- 
guage they called it any or xnany; by 
which generally they understood the sixth 
day of the week, the day before the sab- 
bath. For so they reckoned the days of 
the week in Bereshith Rabba, xnawa. sn. 
the first of the week, *n the second, xnoN 
the third, xnyanx the fourth, xnwnn the 
jifth, xnayny the eve, xnaw the sabbath. 
Thus in Hebrew xnany, in Greek raga- 
oxevi, in Latin cena pura, were used by 
the Jews for the same day, the Friday or 
sixth of the week ; but not for that alone, 
but for the eve of any great festival which 
answered to a sabbath ; so that they had 
their nawm a5y, and aw OY AMY, as 
waegacnenn To cabRarov, and magacuevy Tov 
ldeya. And when a great festival fell 
upon the Sabbath, then as the festivities 
were both one day, so the eve to both was 
the same Friday. And such was the day 
of preparation on which our Saviour was 
crucified. 
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much as they gather daily.” (Exod. xvi. 5.) This preparation 
being used both before the sabbath and other festivals, at this 
time it had both relations: for, first, it was the preparation to 
a sabbath, as appeareth by those words of St. Mark, “ Now 
when the even was come, because it was the preparation, that 
is, the day before the sabbath ;” (xv. 42.) and those of St. Luke, 
“That day was the preparation, and the sabbath drew on.” 
(xxiii. 54.) Secondly, It was also the eve of a festival, even 
of the great day of the paschal solemnity, as appeareth by St. 
John, who saith, when Pilate sat down in the judgment-seat, 
“it was the preparation of the Passover.” (xix. 14.) And that 
the great paschal festivity did then fall upon the sabbath, so 
that the same day was then the preparation or eve of both, ap- 
peareth yet farther by the same evangelist, saying, ‘‘ The Jews 
therefore, because it was the preparation, that the bodies 
should not remain upon the cross on the sabbath-day, for that 
sabbath was a high day;” (Ibid. 31.) that is, not only an 
ordinary or weekly sabbath, but also a great festival, even a 
paschal sabbath. Now being the sabbath of the Jews was 
constant and fixed to the seventh day of the week, it followeth 
that the preparation or eve thereof must necessarily be the 
sixth day of the week ; which, from the day and the infinite 
benefit accruing to us by the passion upon that day, we call 
Good Friday. And from that day being the sixth of one, the 
third must consequently be the eighth, or the first of the next 
week.* 

The next character of this third day is the expression of the 
time of the resurrection in the evangelists. ‘“ When the sab- 
bath was past,” saith St. Mark, which was the day after the 
preparation on which he was buried, “ Very early in the morn- 
ing the first day of the week.” (xvi.1,2.) ‘In the end of the 
sabbath, as it began to dawn towards the first day of the week,” 
saith St. Matthew. (xxviil. 1.) “‘Upon the first day of the 


p- 260. ‘ Cum in septimo die Sabbati 


* ‘Opare, mag Abyet, ov TA viv cABBara 


Exot SexTd., AAG & wemolnua, by @ navamav- 
cag Te TayTa dexiv hyrteas dyding mohow ob 
Ecriv &hrov Kormou dexnve O10 nal ayopey THY 
iyskoay viv dySény eg evppoovwny, év 7 nal 6 ‘In- 
cog avéorn Ex vengdv, ual paveewielo avébn 
sig rove oveavovg. Barnabe Epist. c. 15. 
‘H paby oly Tov mieuparindy ava@maucts ey 
xveanri, tv dySodader 1 nuvgiann dvoradleras. 
Theodorus, Epist.1. ‘H3é évroan rig wepi- 
wopntig ueAEvoUTA TH dyS0n fysbea ie aravrog 
TECLTELAVELY TA YYevvayeevee, TMOG hy This aAn- 
Swiig wegvromtic, tv wegieTmnInusy dard Ths 
arhaing wal arovneiag, Sic Tou dard venpwy dva= 
oravros ev faa rev caBRarwy nprkpa *Inoov 
Xeiorrov Tov Kuewd hudy, Mia yae rav caB- 
Baran wparn prtvoura Tov Trac ty hyseeay KATA, 
roy dpiOpedy mariv TAY Tardy nueeay ThG Kv- 
nropogias, dydin xadrsirat, xal weaTn ovee 
piver. Justin. Mart. Dial. cum Tryphone, 


nomen sit et observantia constituta ; 
tamen nos in octava die, que et ipsa 
prima est, perfecti Sabbati festivitate 
jetamur.’ iS. Hilar. Com. in Psal. Prol. 
§. 12. ‘Hac octava sententia, que ad 
caput redit perfectumque hominem de- 
clarat, significatur fortasse et circum- 
cisione octava die in veteri Testamento, 
et Domini resurrectione post Sabbatum, 
quod est utique octavus idemque primus 
dies” S, August. de Serm. Dom. in monte, 
1,1. §.12. Kal +d ES0¢ nai ro oeerrov neds 
amavrel aacay Kupaxny riynay xal éy raven 
mavnyuelew, Emredharee Ev Tavern 6 Kupios nudy 
"Incovs Xetords tiv Ex vexedv avaoracw hysiy 
émeureverce’ O10 nal by Tals legats ypapaic nat 
medrn xiurnras, ao dpyn Cotig hpady darapyxou- 
ca, nat dydon, are DoregBERnuvia Tov TAY *Tou- 


Saimy cabBaricyciv. Theophilus Alex. Edict. 
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week early in the morning,” saith St. Luke. (xxiv. 1.) ‘The 
first day of the week early, when it was yet dark,” saith St. 
John. (xx. 1.) By all which indications it appeareth that the 
body of Christ being laid in the sepulchre on the day of the 
preparation, which was the eve of the sabbath, and continuing 
there the whole sabbath following, which was the conclusion 
of that week, and farther resting there still and remaining dead 
the night which followed that sabbath, but belonged to the 
first day of the next week, about the end of that night early in 
the morning, was revived by the accession and union of his 
soul, and rose again out of the sepulchre. 

Whereby it came to pass, that the obligation of the day, 
which was then the sabbath, died and was buried with him, but 
in a manner by a diurnal transmutation revived again at his 
resurrection. Well might that day, which carried with it a 
remembrance of that great deliverance from the Egyptian ser- 
vitude, resign all the sanctity or solemnity due unto it, when 
that morning once appeared, upon which a far greater redemp- 
tion was confirmed. One day of seven was set apart by God 
in imitation of his rest upon the creation of the world, and that 
seventh day, which was sanctified to the Jews, was reckoned 
in relation to their deliverance from Egypt. At the second 
delivery of the Law we find this particular cause assigned, 
« Remember that thou wast a servant in the land of Egypt, and 
that the Lord thy God brought thee out thence, through a 
mighty hand and by a stretched-out arm, therefore the Lord 
thy God commandeth thee to keep the sabbath-day.” (Deut. 
v.15.) Now this could not be any special reason why the Jews 
should observe a seventh day; first, Because in reference to 
their redemption, the number of seven had no more relation 
than any other number; secondly, Because the reason of a 
seventh day was before rendered in the body of the command- 
ment itself. There was therefore a double reason rendered by 
God why the Jews should keep that sabbath which they did; 
one special, as to a seventh day, to shew they worshipped that 
God, who was the Creator of the World; the other individual, 
as to that seventh day, to signify their deliverance from the 
Egyptian bondage, from which that seventh day was dated. 

Being then upon the resurrection of our Saviour a greater 
deliverance and far more plenteous redemption was wrought 
than that of Egypt, and therefore a greater observance was due 
unto it than to that, the individual determination of the day 
did pass upon a stronger reason to another day, always to be 
repeated by a seventh return upon the reference to the creation. 
As there was a change in the year at the coming out of Egypt, 
by the command of God; ‘“ This month,” the month of Abib, 
“ shall be unto you the beginning of months, it shall be the first 
month of the year to you;” (Exod. xii. 2.) so at this time of a 
more eminent deliverance a change was wrought in the heb- 
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domadal or weekly account, and the first day is made the 
seventh, or the seventh after that first is sanctified. The first 
day, because on that Christ rose from the dead ; and the seventh 
day from that first for ever, because he who rose upon that 
day, was the same God who created the world and rested on 
the seventh day: ‘‘ for by him all things were created that are 
in heaven and that are in the earth, all things were created by 
him and for him.” (Col. 1. 16.) 

This day did the apostles from the beginning most religiously 
observe, by their meeting together for holy purposes, and to 
perform religious duties. The first observation was performed 
providentially, rather by the design of God than any such in- 
clination or intention of their own: for ‘‘ the same day,” saith 
the evangelist, that is the day on which Christ rose from the 
dead, ‘‘ at evening, being the first day of the week, the disciples 
were assembled for fear of the Jews.” (John xx. 19.) The 
second observation was performed voluntarily, “ for after eight 
days again his disciples were within, and Thomas with them.” 
(John xx. 26.) The first day of the week when Christ rose by 
the providence of God, the disciples were together, but Thomas 
was absent; upon the first day of the next week they were all 
met together again in expectation of our Saviour, and Thomas 
with them. Again, “when the day of Pentecost was fully 
come,” which was also the first day of the week, “‘ they were 
all with one accord in one place;” (Acts 11. 1.) and having re- 
ceived the promise of the Holy Ghost they spake with tongues, 
preached the Gospel, and “ the same day were added unto them 
about three thousand souls.” (Acts 11.41.) The same practice 
of convening, we find continued in the following years: For 
“upon the first day of the week, when the disciples came to- 
gether to break bread, Paul preached unto them :” (Acts xx.7.) 
and the same apostle gave express command concerning the 
collection for the saints both of the churches of Galatia and of 
Corinth; “‘ Upon the first day of the week, let every one of you 
lay by him in store, as God hath prospered him.” (1 Cor. 
Xvi. 2. 

= this resurrection of our Saviour, and the constant prac- 
tice of the apostles, this first day of the week came to have 
the name of the Lord’s-day, and is so called by St. John, who 
says of himself in the Revelation, ‘I was in the spirit on the 
Lord’s-day.” (Rev. i. 10.) And thus the observation of that 
day, which the Jews did sanctify, ceased, and was buried with 
our Saviour; ana in the stead of it, the religious observation 
of that day on which the Son of God rose from the dead,* by 
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the constant practice of the blessed apostles, was transmitted 
to the Church of God, and so continued in all ages. 

This day thus consecrated by the resurrection of Christ was 
left as the perpetual badge and cognizance of his Church. As 
God spake by Moses to the Israelites, “ Verily my sabbath 
shall ye keep, for it is a sign between me and you throughout 
your generations, that ye may know that | am the Lord that 
do sanctify you;” (Exod. xxxi. 13.) thereby leaving a mark of 
distinction upon the Jews, who were. by this means known to 
worship that God whose name was. Jehovah, who made the 


watra, Borep elo emionehiv xat ouiv dyedo- 
xauey. p. 99. This I take to be, without 
question, that status dies which is men- 
tioned by Pliny in his epistle to Trajan : 
‘Affrmabant hanc fuisse summam vel 
culpe sue vel erroris, quod essent soliti 
stato die ante lucem convenire, carmen- 
que Christo quasi Deo canere.’ ]. x. ep. 
97. ‘Nobis, quibus Sabbata extranea 
sunt et neomenie et ferie a Deo ali- 
quando dilecte, munera commeant? 
strene consonant? lusus, convivia con- 
strepunt? O melior fides nationum in 
suam sectam, que nullam solennitatem 
Christianorum sibi vindicat, non Domi- 
nicum Diem, non Pentecostem !’ Tertull. 
de Idol.c. 14. ‘Nam quod in Judaica 
circumcisione carnali octavus dies obser- 
vabatur, sacramentum est in umbra atque 
imagine ante premissum, sed veniente 
Christo in veritate completum. Nam quia 
octavus dies idem post Sabbatum primus 
dies futurus erat, quo Dominus resur- 
geret et nos vivificaret, et circumcisionem 
nobis spiritualem daret, hic dies octavus, 
id est, post sabbatum primus et Domini- 
cus precessit in imagine.’ S, Cyprian. 1. 
lil. ep. 8. al. ep. 59. Eusebius reports 
how Constantine taught his soldiers to 
observe the Lord’s day: Kal pctv nal iyné- 
env Evy GY hyttcla: uardAAnaroy THY xUelay 
aAnIag xual mpxotny, wrwg nvgauiy TE nat 
cwrneoy, THY On Kat pwrdg uat Cwno adava- 
clag Te Kab dyadod wayrdg émwvupoy. Orat. 
de Laudib. Constant. c. 9. ‘ Quid est se- 
cunda sabbati, nisi Dominica dies que 
Sabbatum sequebatur? Dies autem Sab- 
bati erat dierum ordine posterior, sanc- 
tificatione legis anterior. Sed ubi finis 
legis advenit, et resurrectione sua octa- 
vum sanctificavit, coepit eadem prima 
esse qu octava est, et octava que prima, 
habens ex numeri ordine przrogativam, 
et ex resurrectione Domini sanctitatem.’ 
S. Ambros. Enar. in Psal. xlvii. §. 1. 
‘ Dicat aliquis, Si dies observari non licet, 
et menses et tempora et annos, nos quo- 
que simile crimen incurrimus, quartam 
Sabbati observantes, et parasceuen, et 
diem Dominicam.’ S. Hier. in Epist. ad 
Gal. c. 4. ver. 10. And St. Augustin in 


answer to that objection : ‘ Nam nos quo- 
que et Dominicum diem et Pascha so- 
lenniter celebramus et quaslibet’ alias 
Christianas dierum festivitates.’ cont. 
Adimant. c. 16. ‘ Dies Dominicus non 
Judzis sed Christianis resurrectione Do- 
mini declaratus est, et ex illo habere 
coepit festivitatem suam.’ S. August. 
Epist. 119. al. 55. §. 23. ‘Hee tamen 
septima erit Sabbatum nostrum, cujus 
finis non erit vespera, sed Dominicus dies 
velut octavus eternus, qui Christi resur- 
rectione sacratus est, eternam non solum 
spiritus, verum etiam corporis, requiem 
prefigurans.’ Idem, de Civit. Dei, |. xxii. 
c. 30. §. 5. ‘ Dominicum diem Apostoli 
et Apostolici viri ideo religiosa solenni- 
tate habendum sanxerunt, quia in eodem 
Redemptor noster a mortuis resurrexit. 
Quique ideo Dominicus appellatur, ut in 
eo a terrenis operibus vel mundi illecebris 
abstinentes, tantum divinis cultibus ser- 
viamus, dantes scilicet diei huic honorem 
et reverentiam propter spem resurrecti- 
onis nostre quam habemus in illa. Nam 
sicut ipse Dominus Jesus Christus et 
Salvator resurrexit a mortuis, ita et nos 
resurrecturos in novissimo die speramus.’ 
Auctor Serm. de Tempore, Serm. 251. al. 
280.§. 2. ‘Sancti doctores Ecclesiz de- 
creverunt omnem gloriam Judaici Sab- 
batismi in illam transferre ; ut quod ipsi 
in figura, nos celebraremus in veritate.’ 
Ibid. ‘Dominica nobis ideo venerabilis 
est atque solennis, quia in ea Salvator 
velut sol oriens, discussis infernorum 
tenebris, luce resurrectionis emicuit, ac 
propterea ipsa dies ab hominibus seculi 
Dies solis vocatur, quod ortus eum sol 
justitiz Christus illuminet.’ Maz.Taurin. 
de Pentecost. Hom. 3. Teecé net ody prey 
Tragacnevn meg To cabRare tiv Tap, 7 
Kugianh tiv avarracw. Auctor Clem. Con- 
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World, and delivered them from the hands of Pharaoh: so we 
must conceive that he hath given us this day as a sign between 
him and us for ever, whereby we may be known to worship the 
same God Jehovah, who did not only create heaven and earth 
in the beginning, but also raised his eternal Son from the dead 
for our redemption. As therefore the Jews do still retain the 
celebration of the seventh day of the week, because they will 
not believe any greater deliverance wrought than that of Egypt; 
as the Mahometans religiously observe the sixth day of the 
week in memory of Mahomet’s flight from Mecca, whom they 
esteem a greater prophet than our Saviour; as these are known 
and distinguished in the world by these several celebrations of 
distinct days in the worship of God: so all which profess the 
Christian religion are known publicly to belong unto the 
Church of Christ by observing the first day of the week upon 
which Christ did rise from the dead, and by this mark of dis- 
tinction are openly separated from all other professions.* 

That Christ did thus rise from the dead, is a most necessary 
Article of the Christian faith, which all are obliged to believe 
and profess, to the meditation whereof the apostle hath given 
a particular injunction. ‘“ Remember that Jesus Christ of the 
seed of David was raised from the dead.” (2 Tim. ii. 8.) First, 
Because without it our faith is vain, and by virtue of it strong. 
By this we are assured that he which died was the Lord of 
life; and though he were “crucified through weakness, yet he 
liveth by the power of God.” (2 Cor. xii. 4.) By this resur- 
rection from the dead, he “was declared to be the Son of 
God;” (Rom. i. 4.) and upon the morning of the third day did 
those words of the Father manifest a most important truth, 
« Thou art my Son, this day have I begotten thee.” (Acts xii. 
33.) In his death he assured us of his humanity, by his resur- 
rection he demonstrated his Divinity. 

Secondly, By his resurrection we are assured of the ae 
cation of our persons; and “if we believe on him that raised 
up Jesus our Lord from the dead,” it will be “imputed to us 
for righteousness ;” for he “was ‘delivered for our offences, 
and was raised again for our justification.” (Rom. iv. 24. 22. 


25.) +By his death we know that he suffered for sin, by his re- 


* «Quid hac die felicius, in qua Do- 
minus Judeis mortuus est, nobis resur- 
rexit? in qua Synagoge cultus occubuit, 
et est ortus Ecclesia ; in qua nos homi- 
nes fecit secum surgere et vivere et se- 
dere in coelestibus, et impletum est illud 
quod ipse dixit in Evangelio, Cum autem 
evaltatus fuero a terra, omnia traham ad 
me. Hec est dies quam fecit Dominus, 
exsultemus et letemur in ea. Omnes 
dies quidem fecit Dominus, sed ceteri 
dies possunt esse Judeorum, possunt esse 
Hereticorum, possunt esse Gentilium ; 


dies Dominica, dies resurrectionis, dies 
Christianorum, dies nostra est.’ Explan. 
in Psal. 117. sub nomine Hieron. 
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surrection we are assured, that the sins for which he suffered, 
were not his own. Had no man beena sinner, he had not 
died ; had he been a sinner, he had not risen again: but dying 
for those sins which we committed, he rose from the dead to 
shew that he had made full satisfaction for them, that we be- 
heving in him might obtain remission of our sins, and justifi- 
cation of our persons. “God, sending his own Son in the 
likeness of sinful flesh for sin, condemned sin in the flesh.” 
(Rom. viii. 3.) and raising up our surety from the prison of 
the grave, did actually absolve, and apparently acquit, him 
from the whole obligation to which he had bound himself, and 
in discharging him acknowledged full satisfaction made for us. 
‘Who then shall lay any thing to the charge of God’s elect ? 
It is God that justifieth, who is he that condemneth? It is 
Christ that died, yea rather that is risen again.” (Rom. viii. 
33, 34.) 

Thirdly, It was necessary to pronounce the resurrection of 
Christ,asan Article of our faith, and thereby we might ground, 
confirm, strengthen, and declare our hope. For ‘the God 
and Father of our Lord Jesus Christ, according to his abun- 
dant mercy, hath begotten us again unto a lively hope by the 
resurrection of Jesus Christ from the dead, unto an inheritance 
incorruptible and undefiled.” (1 Pet. i.3, 4.) By the resur- 
rection of Christ his Father hath been said to have begotten 
him; and therefore by the same he hath begotten us, who are 
called brethren and coheirs with Christ. “For if when we 
were enemies, we were reconciled to God by the death of his 
Son, much more being reconciled we shall be saved by his 
life.’ (Rom. v. 10.) He laid down his life, but it was for us; 
and being to take up his own, he took up ours. We are the 
members of that body, of which Christ is the Head; if the 
Head be risen, the members cannot be far behind. He is the 
“first-born from the dead,” (Col. 1.18.) and we “the sons of 
the resurrection.” The Spirit of Christ abiding in us maketh 
us members of Christ, and by the same Spirit we have a full 
right and title to rise with our Head. “ For if the Spirit of 
him, that raised up Jesus from the dead, dwell in us, he that 
raised up Christ from the dead, shall also quicken our mortal 
bodies by his Spirit, that dwelleth in us.” (Rom. vii. 11.) 
Thus the resurrection of Christ is the cause of our resurrection 
by adouble causality, as an efficient, and as an exemplary 
cause. As an efficient cause, in regard our Saviour by and 
upon his resurrection hath obtained power and right to raise 
all the dead; “‘ For as in Adam all die, so in Christ shall all 
be made alive.” (1 Cor. xv. 22.) As an exemplary cause, in 
regard that all the saints of God shall rise after the similitude 
and in conformity to the resurrection of Christ; “For if we 
have been planted together in the likeness of his death, we 
shall be also in the likeness of his resurrection.” (Rom. vi. 5.) 
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He “ shall change our vile bodies, that they may be fashioned 
hke unto his glorious body :” (Phil. iii. 21.) that “as we have 
borne the image of the earthy, we may also bear the image of 
the heavenly.” (1 Cor. xv. 49.) This is the great hope of a 
Christian, that Christ rising from the dead hath obtained the 
power, and is become the pattern, of his resurrection... “The 
breaker is come up before them; they have broken up and 
have passed through the gate, and are gone out by it, and their 
king shall pass before them, and the Lord on the head of 
them.” (Micah u. 13.) . 

Fourthly, It is necessary to profess our faith in Christ risen 
from the dead, that his resurrection may effectually work its 
proper operation in our lives. For as it is efficient and ex- 
emplary to our bodies, so it is also to our souls. ‘“‘ When we 
were dead in sins, God quickened us together with Christ.” 
(Eph. ii. 5.) And, “as Christ was raised from the dead. by 
the glory of the Father, even so we should walk in newness of 
life.’ (Rom. vi. 4.) To continue among the. graves of sin, 
while Christ is risen, is to incur that reprehension of the angel, 
‘“Why seek ye the living among the dead?” (Luke xxiv. 5.) 
To walk in any habitual sin, is either to deny that sin is death, 
or Christ is risen from the dead. ‘ Let then the dead bury their 
dead,” (Matt. viii, 22.) but let not any Christian bury him, 
who rose from death, that he might live. “ Awake, thou that 
sleepest, and arise from the dead, and Christ shall give thee 
light.” (Eph. v. 14.) There must be a spiritual resurrection of 
the soul, before there can be a comfortable resurrection of the 
body. “ Blessed and holy is he that hath part in this first re- 
surrection;.on such the second death hath no power.” (Rev. 
xx G: 

Hedine thus explained the manner of Christ’s resurrection, 
and the necessity of our faith in him risen from the dead, we 
may easily give such a brief account, as any Christian may 
understand, what it is he should intend, when he makes pro- 
fession of this part of the CrreEp; for he is conceived to ac- 
knowledge thus much: 1 freely and fully assent unto this as a 
truth of infinite certainty and absolute necessity, that, the eter- 
nal Son of God, who was crucified and died for our sins did 
not long continue in the state of death, but by his infinite 
power did revive and raise himself, by reuniting the same soul 
which was separated to the same body which was buried, and 
so rose the same man: and this he did the third day from his 
death ; so that dying on Friday the sixth day of the week, the 
day of the preparation of the sabbath, and resting in the grave 
the sabbath-day, on the morning of the first day of the week 
he returned unto life again, and thereby consecrated the 
weekly revolution of that first day to a religious observation 
until his coming again. And thus I believe THE THIRD DAY 
HE ROSE AGAIN FROM THE DEAD. 
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He ascended into heaven, and sitleth on the right hand of 
God the Father Almighty. 


Tuis Article hath received no variation, but only in the ad- 
dition of the name of God, and the aitribute Almighty ; the 
ancients using it briefly thus,* He ascended into heaven, satteth 
at the right hand of the Father. It containeth two distinct parts; 
one fianeient: the other permanent ; one as the way, the other 
as the end: the first is Christ’s ascension, the second is his 
session. 

In the ascension of Christ these words of the CreED pro- 
pound to us three considerations and no more: the first of the 
person, He; the second of the action, ascended; the third of 
the termination, into heaven. Now the person being perfectly 
the same, which we have considered in the precedent Articles, 
he will afford no different speculation but only in conjunction 
with this particular action. Wherefore I conceive these three 
things necessary and sufficient for the illustration of Christ’s 
ascension: First, To shew that the promised Messzas was to 
ascend into heaven ; ; Secondly, To prove that our Jesus, whom 
we believe to be the true Messzas, did really and truly ascend 
thither ; Thirdly, To declare what, that heaven is, unto which he 
did ascend. 

That the promised Messias should ascend into heaven, hath 
been represented typically, and declared prophetically. The 
high-priest under the Law was an express type of the Messvas 
and his priestly office ; the atonement which he made, was the 
representation of the propitiation in Christ for the sin of the 
world : for the making this atonement, the high-priest was ap- 
pointed once every year to enter into the Holy of Holies, and 
no oftener. For ‘‘the Lord said unto Moses, Speak unto 
Aaron thy brother, that he come not at all times into the holy 
place within the veil before the mercy-seat, which is upon the 
ark, that he die not.” (Lev. xvi. 2.) None entered into that 
holy place but the high-priest alone; and he himself could 
enter thither but once in the year; and thereby shewed that 
the ‘‘ high-priest of the good things to come, by a greater and 
more perfect tabernacle not made with hands, was to enter 


* «Adscendit in ceelos, sedet ad dex- 
teram Patris.’ Ruffin. in Symb. §. 30. S. 
August. in Enchirid. §. 14. Marimus Tau- 
vinens. Hom. de expos. Symb. Chrysologus 
Serm. in Symbol. 56—62. <Auctor Expos. 
Symb. ad Catechumenos, §. 6. Venantius 
Fortunatus, The Latin and Greek MSS. set 
forth by the Archbishop of Armagh. St. Au- 
gustin de Fide et Symb. §. 14. hath it: 
‘ Sedet ad dexteram Dei Patris:’ to which 


was afterwardsadded omnipotentis, ‘Sedet 
ad dexteram Dei Patris omnipotentis.’ 
Euseb. Gallican, De Symbolo, Hom. 1. & ii. 
ap. Biblioth. Patr. Lat. t. v. par. i. p. 552. 
seqq. ‘Sedet ad dexteram Dei Patris 
omnipotentis.’ Etherius Uxam. and Auctor 
Sermonum de Tempore, serm. 131. al. 242, 
§. 2. The Greek and Latin MSS. in Bene’t 
College Library. 
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into the holy place, having obtained eternal redemption for 
us.” (Heb. ix. 11, 12.) The Jews did all believe that the Ta- 
bernacle did signify this world,* and the Holy of Holies the 
highest heavens; wherefore as the high-priest did slay the sa- 
crifice, and with the blood thereof did pass through the rest of 
the Tabernacle, and with that blood did enter into the Holy of 
Holies ; so was the Messias here to offer up himself, and, being 
slain, to pass through all the courts of this world below, and 
with his blood to enter into the highest heavens, the most 
glorious seat of the majesty of God. Thus Christ’s ascension 
was represented typically. 

The same ascension was also declared prophetically, as 
we read in the prophet David, “Thou hast ascended up on 
high, thou hast led captivity captive, thou hast received gifts 
for men :” (Psal. Ixvii. 18.)+ which phrase on high, in the lan- 
guage of David, signifying heaven, could be applied properly 
to no other conqueror but the Messias: not to Moses, not to 
David, not to Joshua, nor to any but the Christ; who-was to 
conquer sin, and death, and hell, and, triumphing over them, 
to ascend unto the highest heavens, and thence to send the 
precious and glorious gifts of the Spirit unto the sons of men. 
The prophecy of Micah did foretell as much, even in the opi- 
nion and confession of the Jews themselves, by those words,} 


* El tig Ths cunvng uaTavonoee Thy WHEwy, 
ual rod tegéws ton tiv cTOAnVY, Th TE THEIN O1G 
arept tiv teeoueyiay Kewmeda’ Tov TE vopoberny 
evpncet Setov avden, wat maraiwo nuas varo 
Tay dhrav Tas Chacpnuiag anovovras? Exacta 
yee TOUT HY Bic dmroiuncw nal SaTUT MCW THY 
Gray, eb TH6 apOdvws EIEAGK Hal ETA TUVETEWS 
THOME, EUPNTES yeyovoTaA, THY TE Yue cHnVIY 
Tpidnovra WnXaV ovray veluug tig Tela, nat 
duo prten meow dvelo roig lepetow, aomep 
BEBnrby tive wat xovev résrov, Tiv viv ual Thy 
Odraccay dmornatvesr nal yap Tatra macly 
err e@ibara tiv SE relrny oleay prove qe- 
piéyparle ra Oca, Ud 7d nal rov ovgavov averi- 
Baroy eivas avOpwmrog. Joseph. Antiq. Jud. 1. 
lili. c. 8. Where it is to be observed, that 
the place which St. Paul calls the first 
tabernacle, Josephus terms BéRnrdv tive nat 
xowvoy Tom@oy, a common and profane place, as 
representing this world in which we live, 
and our life and conversation here: as 
the apostle seems to speak, Heb. ix. 1. 
Eine ety ow xat i mewrn cunvy Simesouara 
Aareting TO Te Ayrov wormsndve For a&ytov 
HoT pLKdy, Sanctum seculare, or as the Syriac 
Nomby RwWpP Ma, domus sancta mundana, 
may well be that part of the tabernacle, 
which represented this world, and there- 
fore termed common and profane in re- 
spect of that more holy part, which re- 
presented heaven. 

_+ This place must necessarily be un- 
derstood of the Messias, by reason of that 
high place to which no other conqueror 


ascended. For that tym in the language 
of the prophet, is attributed to God, as 
Psal, vii. 8. maw coy) return on high, 
that is, in the language of the Chaldee 
paraphrase, 21n yaw *25, return to the 
house of thy majesty; and Psal. xcili. 4. 
mn dyna wx the Lord on high is mighty, 
Chald. xmya nwa in the upper heavens, 
Psal. lxxi.19. Thy righteousness, O Lord, 
ison Ty, usqgue ad excelsum; the Chaldee 
again, xm ‘aw ty. In the same man- 
ner in this place, orm) my thow hast 
ascended on high, the Chaldee paraphrase 
translateth yypn> xnpop thou hast ascended 
the firmament: and it addeth immediate- 
ly xva2 mw O thow prophet Moses: yet 
there is a plain contradiction in that in- 
terpretation; for if it were meant of 
Moses, it cannot be the firmament; if it 
were the firmament, it cannot be under- 
stood of Moses, for he never ascended 
thither. 

¢ This Breaker-up is by the confession 
of the Jews the title of the Messias. So 
the author of Sepher Abchath Ruchal, in 
his description of the coming of the Mes- 
sias, maketh use of this place. And the 
same appeared farther by that saying of 
Moses Haddershan in Bereshith Rabba, 
mr mdynd myo mmaR mt mono myn 
‘ome yoann n>y “ow mw The planta- 
tion from below is Abraham, the plantation 
from above is Messias, as it is written, The 
breaker is come up before them, &c. So he 
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“The breaker is come up before them: they have broken up 
and have passed through the gate, and are gone out by it; 
and their king shall pass before them, and the Lord at the 
head of them.” (ii. 18.) And thus Christ’s ascension was de- 
clared prophetically as well as typically ; which was our first 
consideration. 

Secondly, Whatsoever was thus represented and foretold 
of the promised Messzas, was truly and really performed by our 
Jesus. That only-begotten and eternal Son of God, who by 
his Divinity was present in the heavens while he was on earth, 
did, by a local translation of his human nature, really and 
truly ascend from this earth below on which he lived, into the 
heavens above, or rather above all the heavens, in the same 
body and the soul with which he lived and died and rose again. 

The ascent of Christ into heaven was not metaphorical or 
figurative, as if there were no more to be understood by it, 
but only that he obtained a more heavenly and glorious state 
or condition after his resurrection. For whatsoever altera- 
tion was made in the body of Christ when he rose, whatso- 
ever glorious qualities it was invested with thereby, that was 
not his ascension, as appeareth by those words which he 
spake to Mary, “Touch me not, for | am not yet ascended to 
my Father.” (John xx. 17.) Although he had said before to 
Nicodemus, “ No man ascended up to heaven, but he that 
came down from heaven, even the Son of man which is in 
heaven ;” (John iii. 13.) which words imply that he had then 
ascended; yet even those concern not this ascension. For 
that was therefore only true, because the Son of man, not yet 
conceived in the Virgin’s womb, was not in heaven, and after 
his conception by virtue of the hypostatical union was in 
heaven; from whence, speaking after the manner of men, he 
might well say, that he hed ascended into heaven; because 
whatsoever was first on earth and then in heaven, we say as- 
cended into heaven. Wherefore, beside that grounded upon 
the hypostatical union, beside that glorious condition upon 
his resurrection, there was yet another, and that more proper 
ascension: for after he had both those ways ascended, it was 
still true that he had not yet ascended to his Father. 

Now this kind of ascension, by which Christ had not yet 
ascended when he spake to Mary after his resurrection, was 
after to be performed ; for at the same time he said unto Mary, 
‘“Go to my brethren, and say unto them, I ascend unto my 
Father and your Father.” (John xx. 17.) And when this as- 
cension was performed, it appeared manifestly to be a true 


on Gen. xl. 9. Again the same Bereshith 
Rabba, Gen. xliv. 18. D’nmw DR ‘MN 
omn on Sy Ayswm a mnywo When 
shall we rejoice? when the feet of the She- 
chinah shall stand upon the Mount of Olives ; 
and again, dain moan yws snK 


torp5 oad cays “sw DwRoa nowm 
sOwr a mn) When? when the captives 
shall ascend from heli, and Shechinah in the 
head, as it is written (Mic. ii. 13.), Their 
King shall pass before them, and the Lord in 
the head of them. 
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local translation of the Son of man, as man, from these parts 
of the world below into the heavens above, by which that 
body, which was before locally present here on earth, and 
was not so then present in heaven, became substantially pre- 
sent in heaven, and no longer locally present in earth. For 
when he had spoken unto the disciples, “and blessed them,” 
laying his hands upon them, and so was corporally present 
with them, even “ while he blessed them, he parted from them, 
and while they beheld, he was taken up, and a cloud received 
him out of their sight,” (Luke xxiv. 50, 51.) and so he was 
“carried up into heaven, while they looked steadfastly to- 
wards heaven, as he went up.” (Acts i. 9,10.) This was a 
visible departure, as it is described, a real removing of that 
body of Christ, which was before present with the apostles ; 
and that body living after the resurrection, by virtue of that 
soul which was united toit: and therefore the Son of God 
according to his humanity was really and truly translated from 
these parts below unto the heavens above, which is a proper 
local ascension. 

Thus was Christ’s ascension visibly performed in the pre- 
sence and sight of the apostles, for the confirmation of the 
reality and the certainty thereof. They did not see him when 
he rose,* but they saw him when he ascended ; because aneye- 
witness was not necessary unto the act of his resurrection, but 
it was necessary unto the act of his ascension. It was suffi- 
cient that Christ “shewed himself” to the apostles “alive 
after his passion;” (Acts i. 3.) for being they knew him be- 
fore to be dead, and now saw him alive, they were thereby 
assured that he rose again: for whatsoever was a proof of his 
life after death, was a demonstration of his resurrection. But 
being the apostles were not to see our Saviour in heaven, being 
the session was not to be visible to them on earth, therefore it 
was necessary they should be eye-witnesses of the act, who 
were not with the same eyes to behold the effect. 

Beside the eye-witness of the apostles, there was added the 
testimony of the angels; those blessed spirits which minis- 
tered before, and saw the face of God in heaven, and came 
down from thence, did know that Christ ascended up from 
hence unto that place, from whence they came: and because 
the eyes of the apostles could not follow him so far, the inhe- 
bitants of that place did come to testify of his reception ;+ 
for “behold two men stood by them in white apparel, which 


* Brerrovrov pety oun avectn, Bremdvrav 
38 eorneSn: eqeday evratOa  odig 4d rey 
toyuce nal yae The avacrdcsms Th Lev TEAOG 
Eldov, Thy D8 denny ovnérer nal Tig dvarnLews 
hy pty aexiv eidov, TO 8E Tédog oUKETL? Ta- 
cei ane yae exeivo 70 viv dey idely, avrov Tou 
Taira pleyyortvoy macivras, kat TOU pavnpra- 
woo SnAODVTOS OT OM EoTiY EXEL” GARG TO ETE 
Toure Aoyw Ede eabery. S. Chrysost. Hom. 2. 


im Act. Apost. 

+ "EoresSav odu dexovow of bpbarpeot detZas 
7d Eboc, odd aradetous woregoy tic Tov ovga~ 
yov aviiaSev, i de elo rev odgavev, bee th yiverass 
Ors prkv avrds Bory “Incods, Werav, & wv dse- 
AépEro mpd adrovs (mwésppwbev yee odH Eviiv (Dov- 
rag yeives)* Ort 8 ig Tov ovgaydy ayarapn.pa- 
verat, avrol Aggwoy ENSacxoy of ayysrot. S. 
Chrysost. Hom. 2. in Acta Apost. 
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also said, Ye men of Galilee, why stand ye gazing up into 
heaven? This same Jesus which is taken up from you into 
heaven, shall so come in like manner, as ye have seen him go 
into heaven.” (Acts i. 10, 11.) We must therefore acknow- 
ledge and confess against the wild heresies of old,* that the 
eternal Son of God, who died and rose again, did, with the 
same body and soul with which he died and rose, ascend up 
to heaven; which was the second particular considerable in 
the Article. 

Thirdly, Being the name of heaven admitteth divers accep- 
tations in the sacred Scriptures, it will be necessary to inquire, 
what is the true notion of it in this Article, and what was the 
proper termination of Christ’s ascension. In some sense it 
might be truly said, Christ was in heaven before the cloud 
took him out of the apostles’ sight; for the clouds themselves 
are called “the clouds of heaven;” (Dan. vii. 13.) but that 
heaven is the first; and our Saviour certainly ascended at least 
as far as St. Paul was caught up, that is, into the third heaven; 
for ‘‘ we have a great high-priest, that is passed through the 
heavens.” (Heb. iv. 14.)}+ And needs must he pass through 
the heavens, because he was “made higher than the heavens ;” 
(Heb. vii. 26.) for “he that descended is the same also that 
ascended up far above all heavens.” (Eph. iv. 10.) When 
therefore Christ is said to have ascended into heaven, we must 
take that word as signifying as much as the heaven of hea- 
vens; and so Christ is ascended through and above the hea- 
vens, and yet is still in heaven; for he is “entered into that 
within the veil,” (Heb. vi. 19.) there is his passage through 
the heavens; “into the holy place, even into heaven itself, to 
appear in the presence of God,” (Heb ix. 12. 24.) this is the 
heaven of heavens. For “thus sazd the Lord, The heaven is 


* The various heresies in the primitive 
time concerning the humanity of Christ 
ascended into heaven, are briefly touched 
by Tertullian: ‘ Ut et illi erubescant, qui 
affirmant carnem in celis vacuam sensu, 
ut vaginam, exempto Christo sedere ; aut 
qui carnem etanimam tantundem,aut tan- 
tummodo animam, carnem vero non jam.’ 
Decarne Christi, c. 24. Of which Gregory 
Nazianzen: Ef tic amorebstcbar viv tiv 
cThena réyot, ual yuraviy Eivas Thy OedtnTA cH- 
(ALTOS, AAA fA) ETA TOU GTEOTAHApLaTog Kat 
Elves nal HEerv, pi (dos riv Ségav rig magouciag, 
Epist. 1. ad Cledonium, p. 739. The Apelli- 
te taught, that Christ left his body dissolv- 
ed in the air, and so ascended into heaven 
without it: ‘Hune Apellem dicunt qui- 
dam etiam de Christo tam falsa sensisse, 
ut diceret eum non quidem carnem duxisse 
de colo, sed ex elementis mundi acce- 
pisse, que mundo reddidit, cum sine 
carne resurgens in ccelum ascendit.’ S, 
August. Heres. 23. This opinion of Apel- 


les is thus delivered by Epiphanius in his 
own words: “Ey rai tpyerbas aord ray errou- 
paviey nAOey io Thy yiy nal cuvhyayey auto 
dams Ti TETTaeaV CTOLYELwY Ca(4a—— EDw- 
uey 6 Xeirrog eautiy wabely ev ato ra 
THAT, Hal Erravpwon ey aAndeia, nal 
ederlev adriv Thy capxa Tels EavTOU padnTaict 
nal dvarucag avtiv tiv évavOpwornow EavToU, 
amenéoioe Warw Exdotw TaVv oToyEioy +0 
idiov arrodavg, To Oegyedy rw Oegua, ro Luxedy 
To Luxe, +d Enedv tH Enew, Td byes TH 
vyew at oltrwe Siadvoas am’ adtod warw 7d 
BT aeKW THe avenTn big Tov oveavey, SOev nat 
ius. Heres. xliv.§.2. Of whom Grego- 
ry Nazianzen is to be understood in that 
Epistle before cited : “H tig rv déga ex é6n 
xal Siervdn, we povig puois, nat ddketig picts, 
nal doreamng Seouos ovx torapetvng. p. 739. 


+ We read it indeed into the heavens, 
but the original imports as much as 
through: dsernavddra rods cipayovgy Vulg. 
Trans. qui penetravit celos. 
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my throne, and the earth is my footstool ;” (Isa. Ixvi. 1.) and 
as Christ descended unto the footstool of his Father inhis hu- 
miliation, so he ascended unto the throne of his Father in his 
exaltation. This was the place, of which our Saviour spake 
to his disciples, ‘‘ What and if ye shall see the Son of man 
ascend up where he was before?” (John vi. 62.) Had he been 
there before in body, it had been no such wonder that he 
should have ascended thither again: but that his body should 
ascend unto that place where the majesty of God was most re- 
splendent; that the flesh of our flesh, and bone of our bone, 
should be seated far above all angels and archangels, all prin- 
cipalities and powers, even at the right hand of God: this was 
that which Christ propounded as worthy of their greatest ad- 
miration. Whatsoever heaven then is higher than all the rest 
which are called heavens; whatsoever sanctuary is holier than 
all which are called holies; whatsoever place is of greatest 
dignity in all those courts above, into that place did he ascend, 
where in the splendour of his Deity he was, before he took 
upon him our humanity. 
As therefore when we say Crist ascended, we understand 
a literal and local ascent, not of his Divinity (which possesseth 
all places, and therefore being every where is not subject to 
the imperfection of removing any whither), but of his huma- 
nity, which was so in one place that it was not in another: so 
when we say the place into which he ascended was heaven, 
and from the expositions of the apostles must understand 
thereby the heaven of heavens, or the highest heavens, it fol- 
loweth that we believe the body with the soul of Christ to 
have passed far above all those celestial bodies which we see, 
and to look Bee that opinion as a low conceit which left his 
body in the sun.* 
It was necessary to profess this Article of Christ’s ascension. 
First, For the confirmation and augmentation of our faith. 
Our faith is thereby confirmed, in that we believe in him who 


* The Seleuciani and Hermiani taught 
that the body of Christ ascended no far- 
ther than the sun, in which it was depo- 
sited, of whom Philastrius, and out of 
him St. Augustin, thus: ‘ Negant Sal- 
vatorem in carne sedere ad dexteram 
Patris, sed ea se exuisse perhibent, eam- 
que in sole posuisse, accipientes occa- 
sionem de Psalmo, In sole posuit Taber- 
naculum suum.’ Heres. 59. The same 
opinion Gregory Nazianzen attributeth 
to the Manicheans : Mod yae 73 cH uae voy, 
el pun ETH TOU meorAaBovros ; ov yae Oy HATA 
Tog Maviyaiwy Anpous TH hAlw evacroreBerras, 
ive rysndy Sia tig atiyuiac.  LEpist. 1. ad 
Cledonium, p. 739. And St. Augustin 
says. they taught the sun to be Christ: 
‘Manichei solem istum oculis car- 


neis visibilem, expositum, et publicum, 
non tantum hominibus, sed etiam peco- 
ribus ad videndum, Christum Dominum 
esse putarunt.’ Tract. 54. in Ioan. §. 2. 
This opinion is more clearly set down, 
but without a name, in the Catena Pa- 
trum on the 18th Psalm: Ov yee moore 
wreov TOG THY Algerinay pAnvadors, ot pac 
or mera THY dvb rariy 6 Swipe ev Th nMaxn 
chaien améSero 0 epboence TaifAes puadr- 
Tertat pixps ths Sevrégag magoucias. This 
was the old heresy of Hermogenes, as 
is related by Theodoret : Ovros (6 Egeeo- 
yemg) Tou Kugtou 7) capa Ey TO Hdio Elrrev 
Amore O fiver, roy 92 NéBorov nat sodg Daipeovers 
sig riv any avexOncerOa,  Heret. Fab. 
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is received unto the Father, and therefore certainly came from 
the Father: his Father sent him, and we have received the 
message from him, and are assured that it is the same mes- 
sage which he was sent to deliver, because he is so highly re- 
warded by him that sent him for delivering it. Our faith is 
thereby exalted and augmented, as being the “evidence of 
things not seen.” (Heb. xi. 1.) The farther the object is re- 
moved from us, the more of faith hath that act which em- 
braceth it.* Christ said unto Thomas, *‘ Because thou hast 
seen me thou hast believed; blessed are they that have not 
seen, and yet have believed :” (John xx. 29.) and that blessed- 
ness by this ascension he hath left to the whole Church. That 
Christ ascended is the ground and glory of our faith ; and by 
virtue of his being in heaven, our belief-is both encouraged 
and commended; for his ascent 1s the cause, and his absence 
the crown, of our faith: because he ascended, we the more 
believe ; and because we believe in him who hath ascended, 
our faith is the more accepted. 

Secondly, It is necessary to believe the ascension of Cleat 
for the corroboration of our hope. We could never expect 
our dust and ashes should ascend the heavens ; but being our 
nature hath gone before in him, we can now hope to follow 
after him. He is our Head,t+ (Eph. 1. 22.) and where that is 
the members may expect admission: for in so great and inti- 
mate a union there is no fear of separation or exclusion: 
there “ are many mansions in his Father’s house.” (John xiv. 
2.) And when he spake of ascending thither, he said expressly 
to his disciples, “‘ I go to prepare a place for you, and will come 
again and receive you unto myself, that where I am, there ye 
may be also.” (Ibid. 3.) The first-fruits of our nature are 
ascended, and the rest is sanctified. ‘‘ This is the new and 
living way, which he consecrated for us through the veil, that 
is to say, his flesh.” (Heb. x. 20.) And hence we “ have our 
hope as an anchor of the soul both sure and stedfast, which 
entereth into that within the veil, whither the forerunner is for 
us entered.” (Heb. vi. 19, 20.) For if Christ in his ascension 


* «Magnarum hic vigor est mentium, 
et valde fidelium lumen est animarum, 
incunctanter credere que corporeo non vi- 
dentur intuitu, et ibi figere desiderium, quo 
nequeas inferre conspectum. Hc autem 
pietas unde in nostris cordibus nasceretur, 
aut quomodo quisquam justificaretur per 
fidem, si in iis tantum salus nostra con- 
sisteret, que obtutibus subjacerent?? Leo 
in Ascen. Serm. 2. c. 1. ‘Fides eorum 
qui Deum visuri sunt, quamdiu peregri- 
nantur, corda mundantur, quod non videt 
credit; nam si vides, non est fides: cre- 
denti colligitur meritum, videnti redditur 


premium. Eat ergo Dominus et paret lo- 


cum; eat ne videatur, lateat ut credatur: 


tunc enim locus paratur, si ex fide vivatur: 
creditus desideretur ut desideratus ha- 
beatur, desiderium dilectionis preparatio 
est mapsionis. S. August. Tract. 68. in 
Joan. §. 3. 

+ ‘Christi ascensio nostra provectio 
est, et quo precessit gloria capitis, eo 
spes vocatur et corporis.’ Leo de Ascen. 
Serm. 1. c. 4. 

t Awd rovro koprdley dpetrouer, emeiday 
ohuseo THY amaeyhY TO heeregou puedpra~ 
70s, ToUTETT Tiv Tapna, ev oveavoig Xgirrdg 
dyhyaye. S. Chrysost. Orat. 1. de Ascens, 
Aso Aoveroy Xgneras EX oeEY Tas EAmidac, WEdE 
Ti fyeetépay dmracxiw apoeayres. Id. Orat. 2. 
de Ascens. 
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be the forerunner, then are there some to follow after;* and 
not only so, but they which follow, are to go on in the same 
way, and to attain unto the same place: and if this forerunner 
be entered for us, then we are they which are to follow and over- 
take him there ; as being of the same nature, members of the 
same body, branches of the same vine, and therefore he went 
thither before us as the first-fruits before those that follow, and 
we hope to follow him as coming late to the same perfection. 
As therefore God “hath quickened us together with Christ, 
and hath raised us up together,” (Eph. ii. 5, 6.) by virtue of 
his resurrection ; so hath he also ‘made us sit together in 
heavenly places in Christ Jesus,” (Ibid. 6.) by virtue of his as- 
cension. We are already seated there in lim,t+ and hereafter 
shall be seated by him; in him already as in our Head, which 
is the ground of our hope; by him hereafter, as by the cause 
conferring, when hope shall be swallowed up in fruition. 
Thirdly, The profession of faith in Christ ascended, is neces- 
sary for the exaltation of our affections. “ For where our trea- 
sure is, there will our hearts be also.” (Matt. vi.21.) “If 
I be lifted up from the earth, I will draw all men unto me,” (John 
x1l. 32.) saith our Saviour; and if those words were true of his 
crucifixion, how powerful ought they to be in reference to his 
ascension ! ** When the Lord would take up Elijah into heaven, 
Elisha said unto him, As the Lord liveth, and as thy soul liveth, 
I will not leave thee:” (2 Kings ii. 2.) when Crist is ascended 
up on high, we must follow him with the wings of our medita- 
tions, and with the chariots of our affections. ‘If we berisen 
with Christ, we must seek those things which are above, where 
Christ sitteth on the right hand of God. If we be dead, and 
our life hid with Christ in God, we must set our affection on 


* There is a double notion of w¢o8po0¢, — coces ficus.. For so Theophrastus, speak- 


to this purpose: one of a man sent be- 
fore to make preparations for others which 
follow ; in which it is well observed by 
St. Chrysostom : ‘O 32 apddeoxe0g tia Ett 
meédporn0s, &rmep “Iwavyng rod Xeiorou' nat 
Ove Elev ATAGS EioHADEV, GAN’ OTOU meddeope07 
imie nav eionASev: wg nal hued operrdvrov 
nararapeiv. Ov WoAd yee TOU Weodedmrov nat 
Tay Emroprevoy opetrgs Ervas TO recov’ Emel ovd™ 
av sin mpddeopnog’ TOV yae areddeoxsov Kal Tove 
Emoertvous ev TH avTN Yen Eivat Gow" Kal ov 
(Aey ddevEw, Tovg 92 eminararaBavev. Homil. 
11. in Epist. ud Hebreos. Another notion 
there is among the Greeks of the fruit, 
which is ripe and come to perfection be- 
fore the rest, as Isaiah xxviii. 4, Kal gora: 
> dvOog. £3 EnmErdy Tie ExmidSog THg DOLZnG, Ex” 
&upou Tov dpoug TOU wbnrcd: wo aTeddeor.og 
coixov, MNII9, tanquam primitig, or fructus 
primogeniti, ficus precox. Hesychius : Igd- 
Seoopen, Th bv TH aLov Lira, n Te Meoand- 
Core sina (lege Iigs3eoeo ) for they indeed 
are properly +2 qweoanudovta cia, pre- 


ing particularly weg? cuxiis, hath these 
words: ‘Yarodsvaronévng yap mwarslovog This 
roatrng typstnTos, Oray dnp emryéevnTar eec- 
Aandg ual vygde nal Segeeds, eLenartoaro rhv 
Brdornow? ore 36 TovTO cuuRaiver pavecdy, 
Ors &u Tovrou Tou peégous O Mapmos avierat, OOEv 
nat of meddeoreot. De Causis Plant. 1. v. c. 
1. and paulo post: TWarwy 8 rovg argodesproug 
al prtv pépoucry, olov, nre Aaxomnh nat Acv~ 
Konparsos ual ETEpas WEG’ at 3 ob péepovery. 
The: first-fruits of the early figs were 
called meédpouo, and the tree which bare 
them mporeexi. Now as this early fruit 
doth forerun the latter fruit of the same 
tree, and comes to ripeness and perfec- 
tion in its kind before the rest; so our 
Saviour goes before those men of the same 
nature with him, and they follow in their 
time to the maturity of the same per- 
fection. 
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things above, not on things on the earth.’ (Col. iii. 1. 3. 2.) 
Christ is ascended into heaven to teach us, that we are strangers 
and pilgrims here, as all our fathers were, and that another 
country belongs unto us: from whence we “as strangers and 
pilgrims should learn to abstain from fleshly lusts ;” (1 Pet. il. 
11.) and not ‘‘ mind earthly things ;” as knowing that we are 
citizens of heaven, ‘‘ from whence we look for our Saviour, the 
Lord Jesus,” (Phil, ii. 19, 20.) yea “ fellow-citizens with the 
saints, and of the household of God.” (Eph. 11. 19.) We should 
trample upon our sins, and subdue the lusts of the flesh, that 
our conversation may be correspondent to our Saviour’s con- 
dition; that where the eyes of the apostles were forced to leave 
him, thither our thoughts may follow him. . 

Fourthly, The ascension of Christ is a necessary Article o 
the CrEEp in respect of those great effects which immediately 
were to follow it, and did absolutely depend upon it. The 
blessed apostles had never preached the Gospel, had they not 
been endued with power from above; but none of that power 
had they received, if the Holy Ghost in a miraculous manner 
had not descended: and the Holy Ghost had not come down, 
except our Saviour had ascended first. For he himself, when 
he was to depart from his disciples, grounded the necessity of 
his departure upon the certainty of this truth, saying, “If I 
go not away, the Comforter will not come unto you: but if I 
depart, I will send him unto you.” (John xvi. 7.) Now if all the 
infallibility of those truths, which we as Christians believe, 
depend upon the certain information which the apostles had, 
and those apostles appear to be no way infallible till the cloven 
tongues had sat upon them, it was first absolutely necessary that 
the Holy Ghost should so descend. Again, being it was im- 
possible that the Spirit of God in that manner should come 
down until the Son of God had ascended into heaven; being 
it was not fit that the second advocate should officiate on earth, 
till the first advocate had entered upon his office in heaven; 
therefore in respect of this great work the Son of God must 
necessarily ascend, and in reference to that necessity we may 
well be obliged to confess that ascension. | 

Upon these considerations we may easily conclude what 
every Christian is obliged to confess in those words of our 
CREED, he ascended into heaven; for thereby he is understood 
to express thus much: 1am fully persuaded, that the only- 
begotten and eternal Son of God, after he rose from the dead, 
did with the same soul and body with which he rose, by a true 
and local translation convey himself from the earth on which 
he lived, through all the regions of the air, through all the 
celestial orbs, until he came unto the heaven of heavens, the 
most glorious presence of the majesty of God. And thus I 
believe in Jesus Christ, who ASCENDED INTO HEAVEN. 
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And sitteth on the right hand of God the Father Almighty. 


Tue second part of the Article containeth two particulars ; 
the session of the Son, and the description of the Father : 
the first sheweth, that Christ upon his ascension is set down 
at the right hand of, God; the second assureth us that the 
God, at whose right hand CaArist is set down, is the Father 
Almghty. 

For the explication of Christ’s session, three things will be 
necessary: First, To prove that the promised Messias was 
to sit at the right hand of God; Secondly, To shew that our 
Jesus, whom we believe to be the true Messias, is set down 
at the right hand of God ; Thirdly, To find what is the impor- 
tance of that phrase, and in what propriety of expression it 
belongs to Christ. 

That the promised Messias was to sit at the right hand of 
God, was both pretypified and foretold. Joseph, who was be- 
trayed and sold by his brethren, was an express type of Christ ; 
and though in many things he represented the Messzas, yet in 
none more than in this, that being taken out of the prison he 
was exalted to the supreme power of Egypt. For thus Pha- 
raoh spake to Joseph, “ Thou shalt be over my house, and ac- 
cording to thy word shall all my people be ruled: only in the 
throne will I be greater than thou. And Pharaoh took off the 
ring from his hand, and put it upon Joseph’s hand, and arrayed 
him in vestures of fine linen, and put a gold chain about his 
neck: and he made him to ride in the second chariot which 
he had, and they cried before him, Bow the knee; and he 
made him ruler over all the land of Egypt.” (Gen. xli. 40. 
42,43.) Thus Joseph had the execution of all the regal power 
committed unto him, all edicts and commands were given out 
by him, the managing of all affairs was through his hands, 
only the authority by which he moved remained in Pharaoh 
still. This was a clear representation of the Son of man, who, 
by sitting on the right hand of God, obtained power to rule 
and govern all things both in heaven and earth (especially as 
the ruler of his house, that is, the Church), with express com- 
mand that all things both in heaven and earth, and under the 
earth, should bow down before him: but all this is in the 
name of the Father; to whom the throne is still reserved, in 
whom the original authority still remains. And thus the ses- 
sion of the Messias was pretypified. 

The same was also expressly foretold, not only in the 
sense, but in the phrase. ‘* The Lord said unto my Lord 
(saith the prophet David), Sit thou at my right hand, until I 
make thine enemies thy footstool.” (Psal. cx. 1.) The Jews 
have endeavoured to avoid this prophecy, but with no suc- 
cess: some make the person to whom God speaks to be 
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Ezechias,* some Abraham,t some Zorobabel, others David ;+ 
others the people of Israel :§ and because the prophecy can- 
not belong to him who made the Psalm, therefore they which 
attribute the prediction to Abraham, tell us the Psalm was 
penned by his steward Eliezer :|| they which expound it of 
David, say that one of his musicians was the author of it. 

But first, it is most certain that David was the penman of 
this Psalm; the title speaks as much, which is, ‘ A Psalm of 
David :’{ from whence it followeth that the prediction did 
not belong to him, because it was spoken to his Lord. Nor 
could it indeed belong to any of the rest, which the Jews 
imagine, because neither Abraham, nor Ezechias, nor Zo- 
robabel,** could be the Lord of David, much less the people 
of Israel (to whom some of the Jews referred it), who were not 
the lords but the subjects of that David. Besides, he which 
is said to “ sit at the right hand of God,” is also said to bea 
“« priest for ever after the order of Melchisedech :” (Psal. cx. 4. 
Heb. v. 6.) but neither Abraham, nor Ezechias, nor any which 
the Jews have mentioned, was ever any priest of God.++ 


* This Justin Martyr testifies of the 
Jews in his age: Kal rotirov roy Parproy ore 
sig rly "BLexiay toy Baciata efnysiobar Tor- 
(eae, ovn ayvow, EMeiwov. Dialog. cum Try- 
phone, p. 250. And out of him Tertullian 
citing this Psalm: ‘ Sed necesse est ad 
meam sententiam pertinere, defendam eas 
Scripturas, quas et Judzi nobis avocare 
conantur. Dicunt denique hunc Psalmum 
in Ezechiam cecinisse, quia is sederit ad 
dextram templi, et hostes ejus averterit 
Dews et absumpserit.’ Adv. Marcion. 
Lv. c. 9. 

+ So St. Chrysostom, speaking of the 
Jews: Tiva ovv éxeives Tov Atyovrda pact; roy 
Oeov' viv 98 duovovra ; Toy ABpacse’ Erseos OE 
roy Zoeobaber, xat arAos Evepov. In Psal. 
cix. p. 320. So Catena Greca : Oi 98 “Iov- 
Jato, Td yerororepov, tig Tov ABead eionobas 
Aégyours: nablicOa: ex SeLiav rou Ocov. And 
this exposition is now followed by Simon 
Jarchi and Lipmannus ; Jarchi acknow- 
ledging it to be ancient, Ww 17 IMA5 
OND OFA WWD IN) WAR OAIANIA 
2 DIMA “ss 

¢ This is the exposition of the later 
Rabbins, as of Aben Ezra and David 
Kimchi, who attribute the subject of the 
Psalm to David. And not only they, but 
the ancienter Rabbins since our Saviour’s 
time, as appeareth by those words of St. 
Chrysostom : Kai r& emidvra dé durch, ore 
oudey meget TOU ZopoRaRer évratSa slpnrac, ovde 
meet TOU AaBid ovdele yao ara tepwovyn re- 
tiganrat. In Psal. cix. p. 320. 

G"AAAG ual Erepd tive Akyours Toray 
EWAOTEPA, MEP TOU AaoU AEyovTEs TaUTe Elpi- 
oOat, Ibid. et paulo post: Tig 3 4 7 Aa- 


B33, 1 ra ZogoRaber, i ro rAawd Tralee aped- 
ceev ; Ibid. p. 321. 

|| To which purpose saith St. Chry- 
sostom, concerning the Jews of his time: 
Th yap pac ardor Warw; Ort 6 Wats Tov 
"ARpadm ralra Abyss mwept Tov Kuelou rou 
eaurov. Ibid. p. 340. 

q As for that objection which is made 
by Aben Ezra, that it is not the Psalm of 
David, but penned for and in the honour 
of David, because the title is m5 a1) 
as if it were a Psalm for David, not of 
David : it is by no means to be admitted, 
because it may not only very well signify 
a Psalm made by David, but if it do not, 
there is no title which shews any Psalm 
to be his, and some of them we are sure 
are his. 

** Ti ody, stare eect, ZogoBaber Kugiog Tov 
AaBid; nat mig av Exos Adyov, 96 Kat adrdg 
dyrl meyarng riyens usuarnras S. Chrysost. 
in Psal. cix. p. 320. 

tt This is the argument which the fa- 
thers used against the Jews; as Justin 
Martyr, in opposition to their pretence of 
Ezechias : ‘Iepeds 32 rt ove yeyovey Elen las 
oure Errly alaviog “lege Tov @eov, ovde vpceis 
avramev toaancere. Dial. cum Tryphone, 
p- 250. and from him Tertullian : ‘ Quod 
et in ipso hic accedit, Tu es Sacerdos in 
@vum. Nec sacerdos autem Ezechias, 
nec in 2vum, etsi fuisset. Secundum or- 
dinem, inquit Melchisedech. Quid Eze- 
chias ad Melchisedech Altissimi sacer- 
dotem, et quidem non circumcisum ? 
Adv. Marcion, |. v. c. 9. and so St. Chry- 
sostom in the words beforementioned. 
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Again, our Saviour urged this Scripture against the Pharisees, 
“‘saying, What think ye of Christ? whose son is he? They 
say unto him, The son of David. He saith unto them, How 
then doth David in spirit call him Lord, saying, The Lord 
said unto my Lord, Sit thou on my right hand till I make 
thine enemies thy footstool? If David then call him Lord, 
how is he his son? and no man was able to answer him a 
word.” (Matt. xx. 42—46.) From whence it is evident that 
the Jews of old, even the Pharisees, the most accurate and 
skilful amongst them, did interpret this Psalm of the Messzas ; 
for if they had conceived the prophecy belonged either to 
Abraham, or David, or any of the rest since mentioned by the 
Jews, they might very well, and questionless would have an- 
swered our Saviour, that this belonged not to the son of 
David. It was therefore the general opinion of the Church of 
the Jews before our Saviour, and of divers Rabbins since his 
death,* that this prediction did concern the kingdom of Christ. 
And thus the session of the Messzas at the right hand of God 
was not only represented typically, but foretold prophetically: 
which is our first consideration. 

Secondly, We affirm that our Jesus, whom we worship as 
the true Messias, according unto that particular prediction, 
when he ascended up on high, did sit down at the right hand 
of God. His ascension was the way to his session, and his 
session the end of his ascension; as the evangelist expresseth 
it, ‘‘ He was received up into heaven, and sat on the right 
hand of God;” (Mark xvi. 19.) or as the apostle, God ‘ raised 
Christ from the dead, and set him at his own right hand in 
the heavenly places.” (Eph. i. 20.) There could be no such 
session without an ascension; and “ David is not ascended 
into the heavens; but he saith himself, The Lord said unto my 
Lord, Sit thou on my right hand, until I make thy foes thy 
footstool. Therefore let all the house of Israel know assu- 
redly,” (Acts ii. 84—36.) let all the blind and wilful Jews be 
convinced of this truth, that God hath not set at his own right 
hand, either Abraham or David, either Ezechias or Zorobabel, 
but “hath made that same Jesus whom they have crucified both 
Lord and Christ.” (Acts 11. 36.) 

This was an honour never given, never promised, to any 
man but the Messias: the glorious spirits stand about the 
throne of God, but never any of them sat down at the right 
hand of God. ‘For to which of his angels said he at any 
time, Sit on my right hand, until I make thine enemies thy 


* As in the Midrash Tillim, Psal. 
xviii. 36. "nan nyd Xam “swap “aK 
sw> os ond “ow wend mown qo aw 
>> aw R. Joden in the name of Rabbi 
Chama said, that in the time to come God 
should place Messias the King at his right 
hand; as it is written, (Psal. cx. 1.) ‘'The 


Lord said unto my Lord, Sit thou at my 
right hand.” So Moses Haddarsan on 
Gen. xviii. Hereafter God holy and biessed 
shall set the King Messias yyr3") on his right 
hand, as it is written, (Psal. cx.) The Lord 
said, &c. 
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footstool?” (Heb. 1.13.) But Christ was so assured of this 
honour, that before the council of the chief priests and the 
elders of the people, when he foresaw his death contrived, 
and his cross prepared, even then he expressed the confidence 
of his expectation, saying, “‘ Hereafter shall the Son of man 
sit on the right hand of the power of God.” (Luke xxii. 69.) 
And thus our Jesus, whom we worship as the true and pro- 
mised Messias, “‘is gone into heaven, and is on the nght 
hand of .God.” (1 Pet. iii. 22.) Which was our second con- 
sideration. 

Our next inquiry is, what may be the utmost importance of 
that phrase, and how it is applicable unto Christ. The phrase 
consists of two parts, and both to be taken metaphorically : 
First therefore, we must consider what is the right hand of God, 
in the language of the Scriptures ; Secondly, what it is to sit 
down at that right hand. God being a spirit can have no ma- 
terial or corporeal parts; and consequently as he hath no body, 
so in a proper sense can have no hands at all:* but because 
God is pleased to descend to our capacity, and not only to 
speak by the mouths of men, but also after the manner of men, 
he expresseth that which is in him, by some analogy with that 
which belongs to us. The hands of man are those organical 
parts which are most active,t and executive of our power; by 
those the strength of our body is expressed, and most of our 
natural and artificial actions are performed by them. From 
whence the power of God, and the exertion and execution of 
that power, is signified by the hand of God. Moreover being, 
by a general custom of the world, the right hand is more used 
than the left, and by that general use acquireth a greater firmi- 
tude and strength, therefore the right hand of God signifieth 
the exceeding great and infinite power of God. 

Again, because the most honourable place amongst men is 
the right hand, (as when Bathsheba went unto King Solomon, 
he ‘‘ sat down on his throne, and caused a seat to be set for the 
king’s mother, and she sat on his right hand,” (1 Kings ii. 19.) 
therefore the right hand of God signifies the glorious majesty 
of God. 

_ Thirdly, Because the gifts of men are given and received by 
the hands of men, and every perfect gift comes from the Father 


* « Credimus etiam quod sedet ad dex- 
teram Dei Patris. Nec ideo tamen quasi 
humana forma circumscriptum esse Deum 
Patrem arbitrandum est, ut de illo cogi- 
tantibus dextrum aut sinistrum Jatus animo 
occurrat.’ S. August.de Fide et Symb. §.14. 

t ‘Succedunt brachia et validi lacer- 
torum tori, validz ad operandum manus, 
et proceribus digitis habiles ad tenendum. 
Hinc aptior usus operandi, hinc scribendi 
elegantia, et ille calamus scribe velociter 
Scribentis, quo divine vocis exprimuntur 


oracula. Manus est que cibum ori mini- 
strat: manus est que preclaris enitet 
factis, que conciliatrix divine gratie sa- 
cris infertur altaribus, per quam offerimus 
et sumimus sacramenta ceelestia : manus 
est que operatur pariter atque dispensat 
divina mysteria, cujus vocabulo non de- 
dignatus est se Dei Filium declarari, di- 
cente David, Dextra Domini exaltavit me: 
manus est que fecit omnia, sicut dixit 
Deus omnipotens, Nonne manus mea fecit 
hec?’ S. Ambros, Hexaem. |. vi. c. 9. 
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of lights, therefore the right hand of God is the place of celes- 
tial happiness and perfect felicity; according to that of the 
Psalmist, “In thy presence is fulness of joy, at thy right hand 
pleasures for evermore.” (Psal. xvi. 11.) 

Nowas to the first acception of the right hand of God, Christ 
is said to sit down at the right hand of the Father in regard of 
that absolute power and dominion, which he hath obtained in 
heaven; from whence it is expressly said, ‘‘ Hereafter ye shall 
see the Son of man sitting on the right hand of power.” (Matt. 
xxvi. 64. Mark xiv. 62. Luke xxii. 69.) 

As to the second acception, Christ is said to sit on the right 
hand of God in regard of that honour, glory, and majesty, which 
he hath obtained there ;* wherefore it is said, ‘‘ When he had 
by himself purged our sins, he sat down on the right hand of 
the Majesty on high:” (Heb. i. 3.) and again, “ We have an 
High-priest, who is set on the right hand of the throne of. the 
Majesty in the heavens.” (Heb. viii. 1.) 

In reference to the third acception, Christ is said to sit on 
the reght hand of God, because now after the labours and sor- 
rows of this world, after his stripes and buffetings, after a pain- 
ful and shameful death, he resteth above in unspeakable joy 
and everlasting felicity. 

As for the other part of the phrase, that is, his session, we 
must not look upon it as determining any posture of his body 
in the heavens, correspondent to the inclination and curvation 
of our limbs: for we read in the Scriptures a more general 
term, which signifies only his being in heaven, without any 
expression of the particular manner of his presence. So St. 
Paul, “ who is even at the right hand of God :” (Rom. viii. 34.) 
and St. Peter, “‘who is gone into heaven, and is at the right 
hand of God.” (1 Pet. ui. 22.) Beside, we find him expressed 
in another position than that of session: for Stephen looking 
“stedfastly into heaven, saw the glory of God, and Jesus stand- 
ing on the right hand of God; and said, Behold, I see the 
heavens opened, and the Son of man standing on the right hand 
of God.” (Acts vii. 56.) He appeared standing unto Stephen, 
whom we express stéting in our CREED; but this is rather a 


* «Secundum consuetudinem nostram 
Wli consessus offertur, qui aliquo opere 
perfecto honoris gratia promeretur ut se- 
deat. Ita ergo et homo Jesus Christus 
passione sua diabolum superans, resurrec- 
tione sua inferna reserans, tanquam per- 
fecto opere ad celos victor adveniens, au- 
dit a Deo Patre, Sede ad dextram meam,’ 
Mavim, Taurin. Hom. 1. de Pentecost. 


t ‘Ad deatram intelligendum est dictum 
esse, in summa beatitudine, ubi justitia 
et pax et gaudium est.’ S. August. de Fide 
et Symb. §. 14. ‘Quid est Patris dextra, 
nisi illa wterna ineffabilisque felicitas, 


quo pervenit Filius hominis, etiam carnis 
immortalitate percepta?’ Idem, contra 
Serm. Arian. c. 12. ‘ Beatus est, et a 
beatitudine, que dextra Patris vocatur, 
ipsius beatitudinis nomen est, dextra Pa- 
tris.’ De Symb. ad Catech. 1. i. §. 10. 
‘Salus temporalis et carnalis in sinistra 
est, salus eterna cum Angelis in dextra 
est. Ideo jam in ipsa immortalitate po- 
situs Christus dicitur sedere ad dextram 
Dei. Non enim Deus habet in seipso 
dextram aut sinistram; sed dextra Dei 
dicitur felicitas illa, quae quoniam ostendi 
non potest, tale nomen accepit.’ S. Au- 
gust. in Psal. cxxxvil. §. 14. 
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difference of the occasion, than a diversity of position. 
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appeared standing to Stephen,* as ready to assist him, as ready 
to plead for him, as ready to receive him; and he is oftener 
expressed sitting, not for any positional variation, but for the 
variety of his effect and operation. 

This phrase then to stf, prescinding from the corporal posture 
of session, may signify no more than habitation, possession, 
permansion, and continuance; asthe same word in the Hebrew 
and Greek languages often signifies.t And thus our Saviour 
is set down at the right hand of God in heaven; because he 
which dwelt with us before on earth, is now ascended up into 
heaven, and hath taken his mansion or habitation there; and 


* "Eore) 1d elorely wabiiodar poerindy abroig 
Hy, Teng Tov wept Tis dvacrdcEws nel AdyoV, 
ual pnoly ad’tivicracdat. S. Chrysost. Hom. 
18. in Act. Apost. ‘Si major gratia et 
manifestior intelligentiain Novo est quam 
in Veteri Testamento, quare Esaias Pro- 
pheta sedentem in throno Majestatis vi- 
dit Deum Sabaoth ?7—in novo autem Ste- 
phanus primus Martyr stantem se vidisse 
ait Jesum a dextris Dei? Quid est istud, 
ut hic subjectus videatur post triumphos, 
et illic quasi Dominus antequam vince- 
ret? Prout causa erat fecisse, ita et Do- 
minus se ostendit. Prophete enim visus 
est quasi rex corripiens plebem; et hoc 
se ostendit quod erat, hoc est, sedentem: 
in pace enim erat causa Divinitatis ejus. 
Stephano autem ut stans appareret, fecit 
calumnia Judeorum. In Stephano autem 
Salvatoris causa vim patiebatur. Imdeo 
sedente Judice Deo stans apparuit, quasi 
qui causam diceret; et quia bona causa 
ejus est, ad dextram Judicis erat; Omnis 
qui causam dicit, stet necesse est.’ S. 
August. Quest.in Novo Test.88. ‘ Sedere 
judicantis est, stare vero pugnantis vel 
adjuvantis. Stephanus ergo in labore 
certaminis positus, stantem vidit, quem 
adjutorem habuit. Sed hunc post ascen- 
sionem Marcus sedere scribit, quia post 
ascensionis sue gloriam Judex in fine vi- 
debitur.’ Greg. Magn. Hom. 29.in Evang. 
Maximus Taurin. de Pentec. Hom, 1. 
moves the question : ‘ Que sit ratio, quod 
idem Dominus a David sedens prophe- 
tatur, stans vero a Stephano predicatur ? 
and then renders this reason: ‘ Ut modo 
ejus omnipotentia, modo misericordia de- 
scribatur. Nam utique pro potestate 
regis sedere dicitur, pro bonitate inter- 
cessoris stare suggeritur. Ait enim bea- 
tus Apostolus, quia Advocatum habemus 
apud Patrem, Jesum Christum. Judex est 
igitur Christus, cum residet: Advocatus, 
cum assurgit. Judex plane Judzis, Ad- 
vocatus Christianis. Hic enim stans 
apud Patrem, Christianorum licet pec- 


cantium causas exorat ; ibi residet cum 
Patre Phariseorum persequentium pec- 
cata condemnans. Illis indignans vehe- 
menter ulciscitur ; his interveniens leni- 
ter miseretur. Hic stat ut suscipiat Ste- 
phani Martyris spiritum ; ibi residet ut 
concerts Jude proditoris admissum.’ 
id. ‘ 


+ aw which properly signifies to sit, is 
familiarly used for permansit, and habi- 
tavit ; as Judges v.17. toy* SIND Aw’ WR 
LXX. ‘*Actip éndbice mapadiav Sadaccay, 
Asher continued on the sea-shore; Levi- 
ticus vill. 35. Ont awn Iya OnRX md) 
mye myaw mo) Kai eat civ Sigay sig 
cunviig TOU peaeTvelou KAINCETIE ENTER hyeteas, 
nyaspav xal wura* Therefore shall ye abide 
at the door of the tabernacle of the congrega- 
tion, day and night, seven days. Upon 
which place St. Augustin: ‘Quid est 
quod dicit Moyses ad Aaron et filiog ejus, 
cum sanctificantur ad ineundum sacerdo- 
tium, Ad ostium tabernaculi testimonii se- 
debitis septem dies, die et nocte, ne moria- 
mini? Numquid nam credibile est, situ 
corporis uno loco sedere praceptos per 
dies septem die et nocte, unde se omnino 
non commoverent? Nec tamen hic tan- 
quam allegorice aliquid significatum, 
quod non fieret, cogendi sumus accipere, 
sed potius agnoscere lecutionem Scriptu- 
rarum, ubi Sessionem pro habitatione et 
commoratione posuit. Non enim quia 
dictum est de Semei, quod sederet in Hie- 
rusalem annos tres, ideo putandum est, per 
totum illud tempus in sella sedisse et non 
surrexisse. Hinc et sedes dicuntur, ubi 
habent commorationem quorum sedes 
sunt ; habitatio quippe hec nomen acce- 
pit.” Quest. super Levit. 34. And this is 
as familiar with the Latins as the He- 
brews. ‘Si venti yon: nos hic Corcyra 
non sederemus.’ Cic. Epist. ad Fam. 1. 
xvi. ep. 7. ‘Id horreum fuit presidium 
Poenis sedentibus ad Trebiam.’ Liv. 1. 
xxi. c, 48, 
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so hath he seated himself, and dwelleth in the highest hea- 
vensiP iis, | 

Again, the notion of settzng implieth rest, quietness, and in- 
disturbance; according to that promise in the prophet, “ They. 
shall sit every man under his fig-tree, and none shall make 
them afraid.” (Mic. iv. 4.) So Christ is ascended into heaven, 
where, resting from all pains and sorrows, he is seated free from 
all disturbance and opposition; God having placed him at his 
right hand, until he hath made his enemies his footstool. 

Thirdly, This stééing implieth yet more than quietness or 
continuance, even dominion,+ sovereignty, and majesty; as 
when Solomon sat in the throne of his father, he reigned over 
Israel after the death of his father. And thus Christ “is set 
down at the right hand of the throne of God.” (Heb. xii. 2.) 
And St. Paul did well interpret those words of the prophet, 
«Sit thou on my right hand, until I make thine enemies thy 
footstool,” (Psal. cx. 1.) saying, ‘“ He must reign till he hath 
put all enemies under his feet.” (1 Cor. xv. 25.) | 

Fourthly, This setting doth yet more properly and particu- 
larly imply the right of judicature, and so especially express- 
eth “a king, that sitteth in the throne of judgment;” (Prov. 
xx. 8.) as it is written, “ In mercy shall the throne be esta- 
blished, and he shall sit upon it in truth, in the tabernacle of 
David, judging and seeking judgment, and hasting righteous- 
ness.” (Isa. xvi. 5.) And so Christ sitting at the right hand 
of God is manifested and declared to be the great judge of the 
quick and the dead.{ Thus to si¢ doth ngt signify any pecu- 
har inclination or flection, any determinatélocation or position 
of the body, bué.to be in heaven with permanence of habitation, 
happiness of condition, regular and judiciary power; as in 
other authors such significations are usual.§ 


_ * ©Sedet ad dextram Patris, credite. Se-. 


dere, intelligite habitare ; quomodo di- 
cimus de quocunque homine, in ista patria 
sedit per tres annos. Dicit illud et Scrip- 
tura, sedisse quendam in civitate tantum 
tempus. Numquid sedit, et nunquam 
surrexit?. Ideo hominum habitationes 
sedes dicuntur. Ubi habitantur sedes, 
numquid semper sedetur, non surgitur, 
non ambulatur? Et tamen sedes vocan- 
tur. Sic ergo credite habitare Christum 
in dextera Dei Patris ubi est.’ S, August. 
de Symb. ad Catech, \. i. §. 10. 

+ ‘Ipsum verbum sedere regni signifi- 
cat potestatem.’ S. Hier. Com. ad Eph. 
1.20. col. 335. 

_ $ ‘ Sedere quod dicitur Deus, non mem- 
brorum positionem, sed judiciariam sig- 
nificat potestatem, qua illa Majestas nun- 
quam caret, semper digna dignis tribu- 
endo; quamvis in extremo judicio multo 
manifestius inter homines Unigeniti Dei 


Filii Judicis vivorum et mortuorum cla- 
rius indubitata effulgebit.’ S. August. de 
Fide et Symb. cap. 7. ‘Hoc quod dicitur 
Filius sedere ad dextram Patris, demon- 
stratur quod ipse homo, quem suscepit 
Christus, potestatem acceperit judican- 
tis.’ Auctor 1. iii. de Symb. ad Catech. §. 7. 

§ Most anciently sedere did signify no 
more than esse, to be. in any place; as 
Servius noteth on that place of Virgil, 
fEneid. ix. 3. 


‘ ___——- Luco tum forte parentis 
Pilumni Turnus sacrata valle sedebat. 


Sedebat, ut Asper dicit, erat. Que ¢lausula 
antiqua est, et de usu remota :’ and then 
he goes on to shew, that sedere is taken 
for that, which men were wont to do sit- 
ting: ‘Secundum Plautum autem. sedere 
est consiliwm capere, qui inducit in Mostel- 
laria servum dicentem, Sine juxta aram 
sedeam et dabo meliora consilia, Sed se- 


AND SITTETH ON: THE RIGHT HAND. 421 


_ The importance of the language being thus far improved, at 
last we find the substance of the doctrine, which is, that sitting 
at the right hand of God was our Mediator’s solemn entry upon 
his regal office, as to the execution of that full dominion which 
was due unto him. For “ worthy is the Lamb that was slain, 
to receive power, and riches, and wisdom, and strength, and 
honour, and glory, and blessing.” (Rev. v. 12.) Wherefore 
Christ after his death and resurrection saith, ‘‘ All power is 
given unto me in heaven and in earth.” (Matt. xxvii. 18.) For 
because “ he humbled himself, and became obedient unto death, 
even the death of the cross, therefore God hath highly exalted 
him, and given him a name which is above every name: that 
at the name of Jesus, every knee should bow, of things in hea- 
ven, and things in earth, and things under the earth.” (Phil. 
ii, 8—10.) And this obedience and submission was and is due 
unto him, because God “raised him from the dead, and set 
him at his own right hand in the heavenly places, far above 
all principalities and powers, and might, and dominion, and 
every name that is named, not only in this world, but also in 
that which is to come, and hath put all things under his feet ; 
and gave him to be the head over all things to the church.” 
(Eph. 1. 20—22.) 

There was an express promise made by God to David, “ Thine 
house and thy kingdom shall be established for ever before 
thee, thy throne shall be established for ever.” (2 Sam. vii. 16.) 
This promise strictly and literally taken was but conditional ; 
and the condition of the promise is elsewhere expressed, ‘“‘ Of 
the fruit of thy body will [set upon thy throne. If thy children 
will keep my covenant and my testimony that I shall teach 
them, thy children also shall sit upon thy throne forevermore.” 
(Psal. cxxxii. 12.) Notwithstanding this promise, the kingdom 
of David was intercepted, nor was his family continued in the 
throne: part of the kingdom was first rent from his posterity, 
next the regality itself; and when it was restored, translated 
to another family : and yet we cannot say the promise was not 
made good, but only ceased in the obligation of a promise, be- 
cause the condition was not performed. The posterity of 
David did not keep the covenant and testimony of their God, 
and therefore the throne of David was not by an uninterrupted 
lineal succession established to perpetuity. 

But yet in a larger and better sense, after these intercisions, 
the throne of David was continued. When they had sinned, 
and lost their right unto the crown, the kingdom was to be 


cundum Augures sedere est augurium cap- Parvaque sedebat 
tare: Namque post designatas coeli par- > Succinctus trabea 
tes a sedentibus captabantur auguria. 
Quod et supra ipse ostendit latenter, in- 
ducens Picum solum sedentem, ut, 4n. 
Vii. 187. 


Quod est augurum, cum alios stantes in- 
duxerit. Ergo sedebat, aut erat, aut con- 
silia capiebat, aut augurabatur,’ 
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given unto him who never sinned, and consequently could 
never lose it; and he being of the seed of David, in him the 
throne of David was without interception or succession con- 
tinued. Of him did the angel Gabriel speak at his concep- 
tion, “The Lord God shall give unto him the throne of his 
father David, and he shall reign over the house of Jacob for 
ever, and of his kingdom there shall be no end.” (Luke 1. 32, 
33.) Thus the throne of Christ is called the throne of David, 
because it was promised unto David, and because the king- 
dom of David was a type, resemblance, and representation of 
it; insomuch that Christ himself, in respect of this kingdom, 
is often called David, as particularly in that promise, ‘ I will 
set up one shepherd over them, and he shall feed them, even 
my servant David; he shall feed them, and he shall be their 
shepherd. And I the Lord will be their God, and my servant 
David a prince among them.” (Jer. xxx. 9. Ezek. xxxvii. 24, 
25. Hos. ii. 5. Ezek. xxxiv. 23, 24.) | 

Now as David was not only first designed, but also anointed 
king over Israel, (1 Sam. xvi. 13.) and yet had no possession 
of the crown; seven years he continued anointed by Samuel, 
and had no share in the dominion; seven years after he con- 
tinued anointed in Hebron only king over the tribe of Judah; 
(2 Sam. ii. 4.) at last he was received by all the tribes, and so 
obtained full and absolute regal power over all Israel, and 
seated himself in the royal city of Jerusalem. So Christ was 
born king of the Jews, and the conjunction of his human na- 
ture with his divine in the union of his person was a sufficient 
unction to his regal office, yet as the Son of man he exercised 
no such dominion, professing that his “ kingdom was not of 
this world ;” (John xvii. 36.) but after he rose from the dead, 
then, as it were in Hebron with his own tribe, he tells the apo- 
stles, “all power is given unto him ;” (Matt. xxviii. 18.) and by 
virtue thereof, gives them injunctions ; and at his ascension he 
enters into the Jerusalem above, and there sits down at the 
right hand of the throne of God, and so makes a solemn entry 
upon the full and entire dominion over all things; then could 
St. Peter say, “ Let all the house of Israel kuow assuredly, 
that God hath made that same Jesus, whom ye have crucified, 
beth Lord and Christ.” (Acts ii. 36.) 

The immediate effect of this regal power, the proper execu- 
tion of this office, is the subduing of all his enemies; for he 
is “set down on the right hand of God, from henceforth ex- 
pecting till his enemies be made his footstool.” (Heb. x. 12, 
13.) This was the ancient custom of the oriental conquerors, 
to tread upon the necks of their subdued enemies ; as when 
Joshua had the five kings as his prisoners, he “ said unto the 
men of war which went with him, Come near, put your feet 
upon the necks of them.” (Josh. x. 24.) Thus to signify the 
absolute and total conquest of Christ, and the dreadful majesty 
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of his throne, all his enemies are supposed to lie down before 
him, and he to set his feet upon them. 

The enemies of Christ are of two kinds, either temporal or 
spiritual; the temporal enemies I call such as visibly and 
actually oppose him and his apostles, and all those which pro- 
fess to believe in his name. Such especially and principally 
were the Jews, who rejected, persecuted, and crucified him ; 
who, after his resurrection, scourged, stoned, and despitefully 
used his disciples; who tried all ways and means imaginable 
to hinder the propagation, and dishonour the profession, of 
Christianity. A part of his regal office was to subdue these 
enemies, and he sat down on the right hand of God, that they 
might be made his footstool: which they suddenly were ac- 
cording to his prediction, “There be some standing here, 
which shall not taste of death, till they see the Son of man 
coming in his kingdom.” (Matt. xvi. 28.) For within few years 
the temple, the city, and the whole polity of the Jews, were 
destroyed for ever in a revenging manner by the hands of the 
Romans, which they made use of to crucify the Lord of life. 
The Romans themselves were the next enemies, who first com- 
plied with the Jews in Cfrist’s crucifixion, and after, in de- 
fence of their heathen deities, endeavoured the extirpation of 
Christianity by successive persecutions. These were next to 
be made the footstool of the King of kings; and so they were, 
when Rome the regnant city, the head of that vast empire, was 
taken and sacked; when the Christians were preserved, ,and 
the heathens perished; when the worship of all their idols 
ceased, and the whole Roman empire marched under the ban- 
ner of Christianity. In the same manner all those persons and 
nations whatsoever, which openly oppose and persecute the 
name of Christ, are enemies unto this King, to be in due time 
subdued under him, and when he calleth, to be slain. 

The spiritual enemies of this King are of another nature ; 
such as by an invisible way made opposition to Christ’s domi- 
nion, as sin, Satan, death. Every one of these hath a king- 
dom of his own, set up and opposed to the kingdom of Christ. 
The apostle hath taught us, that “ sin hath reigned unto death ;” 
(Rom. v. 12.) and hath commanded us not to “let it reign in 
our mortal bodies, that we should obey it in the lusts thereof.” 
(Rom. vi. 12.) There is therefore a2 dominion and kingdom 
of sin set up against the throne of the immaculate Lamb. Satan 
would have been like the Most High, and, being cast down 
from heaven, hath erected his throne below ; he is “ the prince 
of this world :” (John xii. 31.) “the spirit that now worketh 
in the children of disobedience, is the prince of the power of 
the air;” (Eph. ii. 2.) and thus ‘“ the rulers of the darkness of 
this world” (Eph. vi. 12.) oppose themselves to “ the true light 
of the world.” (John i. 9.) Death also hath its dominion, and, 
as the apostle speaks, “reigned from Adam to Moses; even by 
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one offence death -reigned by one,” (Rom. v. 14.17.) and so 
set up a ruling and a regal power against the “ Prince of life.” 
(Acts i..15.) 

For the destruction of these powers was Christ exalted to 
the right hand of God, and by his regal office doth he subdue 
and destroy them all. And yet this destruction is not so uni- 
versal, but that sin, Satan, and death, shall still continue. It 
is true he shall “ put down all rule, and authority, and power,” 
(1 Cor. xv. 24.) but this amounts not so much to a total de- 
struction, asto an absolute subjection : foras he is“ able,” so 
will he “ subdue all things unto himself.” (Phil. ii. 21.) The 
principal end of the regal office of the Mediator, is the effec- 
tual'redemption and actual salvation of all those whom God 
hath given him; and whosoever or whatsoever opposeth the 
salvation of these, is by that opposition constituted and_ be- 
come.an enemy of Christ. And because this enmity is ground- 
ed upon that opposition, therefore so faras any thing opposeth 
the salvation of the sons of God, so far it is an enemy, and no 
farther : and consequently Crist, by sitting at the right hand 
of God, hath obtained full and absolute power utterly to de- 
stroy those three spiritual enemies, so far as they make this 
opposition; and farther than they do oppose, they are not 
destroyed by him, but subdued to him: whatsoever hindereth 
and obstructeth the bringing of his own into his kingdom, for 
the demonstration of God’s mercy, is abolished; but whatso- 
ever may be yet subservient to the demonstration of his justice 
is continued. 

Christ then. as King destroyeth the power of sin in all those 
which belong unto his kingdom, annihilating the guilt thereof 
by the virtue of his death, destroying the dominion thereof by 
his actual grace, and taking away the spot thereof by grace 
habitual. But in the reprobate and damned souls, the spot of 
sin remaineth in its perfect dye, the dominion of sin continueth 
in its absolute power, the guilt of sin abideth in a perpetual 
obligation to eternal pains: but all this in subjection to his 
throne, the glory of which consisteth as well in punishing re- 
bellion as rewarding loyalty. 

Again, Christ sitting on the right hand of God, destroyeth 
all the strength of Satan and the powers of hell: by virtue of 
his death perpetually represented to his Father, “he destroyeth 
him that had the power of death, that is, the devil.” (Heb. 1. 
14.) But the actual destruction of these powers of darkness 
hath reference only to the elect of God. In them he prevent- 
eth ‘‘ the wiles,” those he taketh “ out of the snare;” in them 
he destroyeth “the works,” those he preserveth from “the 
condemnation of the devil.” (Eph. vi. 11. 2 Tim. 1. 26, 
1 John iii. 8. 1 Tim. iii. 6.) He freeth them here from the pre- 
vailing power of Satan by his grace ; he freeth them hereafter 
from all possibility of any infernal opposition by his glory, 
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But still the reprobate and damned souls are continued slaves 
unto the powers of hell; and he which sitteth upon the throne, 
delivereth them to the devil and his angels, to be tormented 
with and by them for ever: and this power of Satan still is left 
as subservient to the demonstration of the divine justice. 

Thirdly, Christ sitting on the throne of God, at last destroy- 
eth death itself: for “the last enemy which shall. be destroyed, 
is death.” (1 Cor. xv. 26.) But this destruction reacheth no 
farther than removing of all power to. hinder the bringing of 
all such persons as are redeemed actually by Christ into the 
full possession of his heavenly kingdom. ‘ He will ransom 
them from the power of the grave, he will redeem them from 
death. O death, he will be thy plague; O grave, he will be thy 
destruction.” (Hos. xii. 14.) The trump shall sound, the graves 
shall open, the dead shall live, the bodies shall be framed again 
out-of the dust, and the souls which left them shall be reunited 
to them, and all the sons of men shall return to life, and death 
‘shall be “ swallowed up in victory.” (1 Cor. xv. 54.) The sons of 
God shall then be made completely happy both in soul and 
body, never again to be separated, but to inherit eternal life. 
Thus he who sitteth at the right hand of God, “ hath abolished 
death, and brought life and immortality to light.” (2 Tim. i. 10.) 
Butto the reprobate and damned persons, death is not destroyed 
‘but improved. ‘They rise again indeed to life, and so the first 
‘death is evacuated; but that life to which they rise is a second, 
and a far worse death. And thus Christ is set down at the right 
hand of God, that he might subdue all things to himself. 

The regal power of Crist, as a branch of the mediatorship, 
is to continue, till all those enemies be subdued. “ For he 
must reign, till he hath put all enemies under his feet.” (1 Cor. 
xv. 25.) “ But now we see not yet all things put under him.” 
(Heb. ii. 8.) Therefore he must still continue there: and this 
necessity is grounded upon the promise of the Father, and the 
expectation of the Son. ‘ Sit thou on my right hand, until I 
make thine enemies thy footstool,” (Psal. cx. 1.) saith the 
Father ; upon which words we may ground as well the conti- 
nuation as the session. Upon this promise of the Father, the 
Son “sat down at the right hand of God, from henceforth ex- 
pecting till his enemies be made his footstool.” (Heb. x. 12, 13.) 
Being then the promise of God cannot be evacuated, being the 
expectation of Christ cannot be frustrated; it followeth, that 
our Mediator shall exercise the regal power at the right hand 
of God, till all opposition shall be subdued. 

When all the enemies of Christ shall be subdued, when all 
the chosen of God shall be actually brought into his kingdom, 
when those which refused him to rule over them, shall be slain, 
‘that is, when the whole office of the Mediator shall be com- 
pleted and fulfilled, then every branch of the execution shall 
«cease, As therefore there shall no longer continue any act of 
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the prophetical part to instruct us, nor any act of the priestly 
part to intercede for us, so there shall be no farther act of this 
regal power of the Mediator necessary to defend and preserve 
us. The beatifical vision shall succeed our information and 
instruction, a present fruition will prevent oblation and inter- 
cession, and perfect security will need no actual defence and 
protection. As therefore the general notion of a Mediator 
ceaseth when all are made one, because ‘“‘a Mediator is nota 
Mediator of one ;” (Gal. iii. 20.) so every part or branch of that 
mediatorship, as such, must also cease, because that unity is 
in all parts complete. ‘‘Then cometh the end, when he shall 
have delivered up the kingdom to God, even the Father, when 
he shall have put down all rule and all authority and power. 
For when all things shall be subdued unto him, then shall the 
Son also himself be subject unto him, that hath put all things 
under him, that God may be all in all.” (1 Cor. xv. 24. 28.) 

Now though the mediatorship of Christ be then resigned, 
because the end thereof will then be performed; though the 
regal office as part of that mediatorship be also resigned with 
the whole; yet we must not think, that Christ shall cease to 
be a king, or lose any of the power and honour, which before 
he had.* The dominion which he hath, was given him asa 
reward for what he suffered: and certainly the reward shall 
not cease, when the work is done. He hath promised to make 
us kings and priests, which honour we expect in heaven, be- 
lieving we shall “ reign with him” for ever, (2 Tim. 11. 12.) and 
therefore for ever must believe him King. “The kingdoms of 
this world are become the kingdoms of the Lord, and of his 
Christ, and he shall reign for ever and ever ;” (Rev. x1. 15.) 
not only to the modificated eternity of his mediatorship, so 
long as there shall be need of regal power to subdue the ene- 
mies of God’s elect; but also to the complete eternity of the 
duration of his humanity, which for the future is coeternal to 
his Divinity. 

Lest we should imagine that Christ should ever cease to be 
King, or so interpret this Article, as if he were after the da 
of judgment to be removed from the right hand of God, the 
ancient fathers added those words to the Nicene Creed, whose 
kingdom shall have no end,+ against the heresy which then arose, 
denying the eternity of the kingdom of CArist. 


* « Videamus an traditio regni defectio 
sit intelligenda regnandi; ut quod tradi- 
dit Filius Patri, tradendo non teneat.’ 
S. Hilar. de Trin. 1. xi. §. 29. 

¥ Ou tic Bactrclac ou Eovat réAoc. We 
find not these words in the Nicene Creed, 
as it was in itself before the additions at 
Constantinople. But not long after, St. 
Cyril expounds them in his Catechism, 
and Epiphanius in Ancorato, repeating 
two several Creeds, a shorter and a 


longer, §. 120 and 121. hath these words 
in both. After this, they were added ex- 
pressly in the Constantinopolitan Creed. 
And the reason of their insertion, without 
question, was that which St. Cyril insi- 
nuateth in his Explication, that is, the 
heresy which was then newly begun: 
Kady more tivog dnovons Aéyovrog, OTs TEAOG EXEL 
i Xevrrou Bacirga, picncov tiv alpecs, Tov 
Sednovrdg Erriv. AAAN KEPAAI Mporharws Teel 
tiv Tadatiay dvahusion EroApauce Abyew, ore 
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The profession of faith in Christ, as sitting on the right hand 
of God, is necessary; First, to mind us of our duty, which 


must needs consist in subjection and obedience. 


The majesty 


of a king claimeth the loyalty of a subject; and if we acknow- 
ledge his authority, we must submit unto his power. Nor can 
there be a greater incitation to obedience, than the conside- 


ration of the nature of his government. 


Subject we must be, 


whether we will or no: but if willingly, then is our service per- 
fect freedom ; if unwillingly, then is our averseness everlasting 
misery. Enemies we all have been;* under his feet we shall 
be, either adopted or subdued. A double kingdom there is of 
Christ ;+ one of power, in which all are under him; another of 
propriety, in those which belong unto him: none of us can be 


peta TO TEAOG TOU RoTpLOU 6 Xpiords ov Ract- 
AEUoeL* ner EroAncey Eiwely, OTs 6 Adyoo Ex 
Tlaredg é€enOav, otro elo Maréga maaw dva- 
AvbEic ovners govt, Catech.15. This was 
the particular heresy of Marcellus, bishop 
of Ancyra, followed by Photinus, born in 
the same place, and therefore termed by 
St. Cyril, wept tiv Padariav dvagusioa. It 
consisted of two parts; first, that the 
kingdom of Christ did wholly cease at 
the end of this world: secondly, that the 
Word was resolved again into the Father, 
and consequently did not only cease to 
reign, but also cease to exist. Which 
is yet more plainly expressed by Euse- 
bius in his second Book against Marcel- 
lus: Kal adr, rovrov abedws waucOncec bar 
(Pera rov Thig ugicews uaigov, TOU feeY Adyov 
Eveopeévou TH OswW, wo pondév ErEgoy ive MAY 
Tov Oecd" sig 36 cagndg Eghrov xararerpOn- 
gopeéyng UM TOU Adyou, wo Ante Tov vidv ToD 
Oeod word Upecravar, ponte Tov vidov Tov av8eu~ 
grou oy avetAnpe.c.1. This heresy of Mar- 
cellus, St. Basil properly calls an impiety, 
eis thy bwdoraciy Tov Kueiou iyadv “Inco Xpi- 
oro. Epist. 78. And again, Epist. 52. 
elo abriv viv Umraekw tig Tod mrovoyevotg Sed- 
snrog* which he there more fully express- 
eth: “Og (Mdpxeraros) Adyov meev eloticas viv 
Movoyern Ssdwot, xara yesiay ual emt naseod 
marcoenOoyra, arariy d6 Big Tov Oe ELTACEV Ema 


varrpeLavra, ovre mpd Tg ELodou Eivas, ours 


Mera THY Emavodeviperravar. This existence 
of the Word and the kingdom of the Son, 
that heresy made coeval; beginning when 
the Word came from the Father, that is, 
at the incarnation ; and ending when the 
Word returned into the Father, that is, 
at the day of judgment. Which is ma- 
nifestly delivered by the eastern bishops 
in that profession of faith, which they 
sent to those in Italy: “AAA’ éx rive Xei- 
ory airey yeyovivas ual vidv rod Seov, éF of 
Thy hynerépay én rig mapbévou cdena avelandge, 
med TETeAKOTION SAwY ETRY. "Ea TOTE yap Tov 
Kerrey dexiv Bacidrsiag erxnutvar Sédouvcr, 
nal rédog Efe airiv werd tiv cuvTéAcay nat 


xeiow. Tosovror o eicly of aad MaguéAdouv 
xal Dwrewod Tav “Ayxvgoyaharay, of Thy 
Weocsavov Umraetiy te nat Sedtuta Tov Xps- 
CTU, Kal THY aTEAEUTNTOY ata PacirAgiay 
aberovcw, emt mpopaces tov cuvictracbar So- 
xety tiv provagyiay. Socrat. Hist. Eccles. 1. ii. 
c. 19. But although Marcellus did thus 
teach the kingdom of Christ not to be 
eternal, yet his heresy did not so much 
consist in the denial of this eternity as of 
the subsistence and person of our Saviour: 
for otherwise he did truly teach that Christ 
was an eternal King; as appeareth out 
of his own words in his book against As- 
terius the Arian, cited by Eusebius ; 
Obnsty Spov rivd Sonet eyew ih xara dvOomorov 
avToU oinwouia te ual Bacirgiar ovdty yag 
recov Bovderas n ToTO Td bod TOU "AmorrdAou 
pnbév, Ews av Sn Tove ExOeods avrod doromddiov 
Tay moday avrov* ovKory Emedav roug exOeore 
XH UToModioy THY woday, ox ETL KonlEr THs 
vy peépes TavTng RaciAtiag, mwavrwy xabdrou 
Racirsic vardeyov. contr. Marcell.1. ii. c. 4 
And therefore he made the same confes- 
sion with the catholics, when he deli- 
vered an account of his faith to Julius, 
bishop of Rome: Toredw 32 Emomevos raic 
Deiass yeahais, ort £16 eds, xal 6 ToUTOY pro- 
voyevng Yidg Adyos 6 del cuvumdex oy TH Tlarel, 
nal pandemomore dexiv Tou eivat Eoynuwe, 
GAnOaC EX TOD Cod tadeywv, od uticbels, ov 
mombeto, &AN del av, del cumCacirAevav TH 
Oeo ual Tlaret, ob ris BaciAsiag, xard chy Tov 
"Amrorrohou pameTugiay, ox Errar TEAC, Sy 


Epiphan. Heres. \xxii. §. 2. 


* «Inimicus eras ; eris sub pedibus ejus 
aut adoptatus, aut victus.’ S. August. in 
Psal. cix. §. 9. 

t BactArtiag rev @eod Ido ofdey 1 yeai, Thy 
Kev kar oinelwmow, tiv 3é nara Snrrougyiaye 
Racirgver piv yae amavrwv nal “EAAnvov xat 
"Jovdaiov nal Satnovey nal Trav avriTEeTayevoy, 
nara Tov Tig Snuetoveyias Adyovr Pactrever SE 
Tov wWictay nal Exdvrwy xab LroTeTayLevwy, 
xara Toy Tig olxsiwcems. S. Chrysost. Hom, 
39. in 1. ad Corinth. 
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excepted from the first; and happy are we, if by our obedience 
we shew ourselves to have an interest in the second, for them 
that kingdom is not only Chrisé’s but ours. | 

Secondly, It is necessary to believe in Christ sitting on the 
right hand of God, that we might be assured of an auspicious 
protection under his gracious dominion. For God by his exal- 
tation hath given our Saviour * to be the head over all things 
to the church ;” (Eph. i. 22.) and therefore from him we may 
expect direction and preservation. There can be no illegality, 
where Christ is the lawgiver; there can be no danger from hos- 
tility, where the Son of God is the defender. The very name 
of head hath the signification not only of dominion but of 
union ;* and therefore while we look upon him at the right 
hand of God, we see ourselves in heaven. This is the special 
promise which he hath made us, since he sat down there; 
“To him that overcometh will I grant to sit with me in my 
throne, even as I also overcame and am set down with my Fa- 
ther in his throne.” (Rev. i11. 21.) How should we rejoice, yea 
rather how should we fear and tremble, at so great an honour !+ 

Thirdly, The belief of CArist’s glorious session is most neces- 
sary in respect of the immediate consequence, which is his 
most gracious intercession. Our Saviour is ascended as the 
true Melchisedech, not only as the “king of Salem, the king 
of peace,” but also as the “priest of the most high God ;” 
(Heb. vii. 1, 2.) and whereas “ every priest,” according to the 
Law of Moses, “stood daily ministering and offering often- 
times the same sacrifices, which could never take away sins ; 
this man, after he had offered one sacrifice for sins, for ever sat 
down on the right hand of God.” (Heb. x. 11, 12.) And now 
Christ being set down in that power and majesty, though the 
sacrifice be but once offered, yet the virtue of it is perpetually 
advanced by his session, which was founded on his passion: 
for he is “ entered into heaven itself, now to appear in the pre- 
sence of God for us.” (Heb. ix. 24.) Thus, “If any man sin, 
we have an advocate with the Father, Jesus Christ the righte- 
ous.” (1 Johnii.1.) And “ he is able also to save them to the 
uttermost, that come unto God by him, seeing he ever liveth 
to make intercession for them.” (Heb. vil. 25.) What then 
remaineth to all true believers but that triumphant exclamation 
of the apostle, “Who shall lay any thing to the charge of 
God’s elect? It is God that justifieth; who is he that con- 


* This is the exclamation of St. Chry- 
sostom upon those words of St. Paul: 
BaBai! gov war wat tiv Exxanclay avnya- 
vev; Bomep Od rivog Cano uenyaviic, ei¢ ULor 
auTiv avnyaye petya, nal avriv exabioey sic 
exeivoy Toy Dedvovs evOa yae heart, Enel nal 
70 chpea, odevi yar picw Sseloyerar h xepanrn 
wat 7d cama et yde Sisieyerat, oon av Ein 
Hua, oom av cin neparn. Hom. 3. in Epist. 
ad Ephes. 


t "Evvoes Tov Spdvov rov BacsaAsndy, Evvoes THe 
wyatig tiv LmeeSoanys ToT nal yeévvng, Elye 
Bovarctusba, aArrov hcg poGioat Suvioerat. 
El yae par yeewa ty, Td Thundévrag rocavrny 
vipany dvabloug evpeOnvar xal nanovc, rive ovx 
dy Exot ndraci ; tive Tixnwelay ; Ewvoncoy Tivos 
eyyis h nEparn cov udOnrasr (TovTo pedvoy nak 
amiy pn Wedc Way oTsovY), Tivos Ev Sebia purars 
Idem, ibidem. 
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demneth? It is Christ that died, yea rather that is risen again, 
who is even at the right hand of God, who also maketh inter- 
cession for us.” (Rom. viii. 33, 34.) For he which was ac- 
cepted in his oblation, and therefore sat down on God’s right 
hand, to improve this acceptation continues his intercession ; 
and having obtained all power by virtue of his humiliation, 
representeth them both in a most sweet commixtion; by an 
humble omnipotency, or omnipotent humility, appearing in the 
presence, and presenting his postulations at the throne of God.* 

Having thus explicated the session of our Saviour, we are 
next to consider the description of him at whose right hand he 
is set down; which seems to be delivered in the same terms 
with which the Creep did first begin, I believe in God the 
Father Almighty: and indeed, as to the expression of his es- 
sence, it is the same name of God; as to the setting forth his 
relation, it is the same name of father: but as to the adjoin- 
ing attribute, though it be the same word, it is not the same 
notion of Almighty. What therefore we have spoken of the 
nature of God, and the person of the Father, is not here to be 
repeated, but supposed; for Christ is set down at the right 
hand of that God and of that Father, which we understand when 
we say, I believe in God the Father. But because there is a diffe- 
rence in the language of the Greeks between the word which 
is rendered Almighty} in the first Article, and that which is so 


* St. Augustin, discoursing upon that 
place of St. Paul, 1 Tim.ii.1. ‘I exhort 
that first of all, supplications, prayers, 
and intercessions, be made for all men,” 
observeth what is the nature of interces- 
sion: ‘ Pro interpellationibus autem quod 
nostri habent, secundum codices credo 
vestros postulationes posuisti. Hee inte- 
rim duo, id est, quod alii postwlationes, alii 
interpellationes interpretati sunt, unum 
verbum transferre voluerunt, quod Gre- 
cus habet évrevZei¢. Et profecto advertis : 
sed nosti aliud esse interpellare, aliud 
postulare. Non enim solemus dicere, 
postulant interpellaturi, sed interpellant 
postulaturi. Veruntamen ex vicinitate 
verbum usurpatum, cui propinquitas ipsa 
impetrat intellectum, non est velut cen- 
soria notatione culpandum. Nam et de 
ipso Domino Jesu Christo dictum est, 
quod interpellat pro nobis. Numquid 
interpellat, et non etiam postulat? Imo 
‘vero quia postulat, pro eo positum est, 
interpellat. Evidenter quippe alibi de eo 
dicitur, Si quis peccaverit, Advocatum ha- 
bemus apud Patrem, Jesum Christum jus- 
tum, ipse est exoratio pro peccatis nostris. 
Quanquam fortassis codices apud vos eti- 
am in eo loco de Domino Jesu Christo 
non habent interpellat pro nobis, sed postu- 
lat pro nobis. In Greco enim, quo verbo 
hic posite sunt interpellationes, quas ipse 
posuisti postulationes, ipsum et illic ver- 


bum est, ubi scriptum est, tnterpellat pro 
nobis. Cum igitur et qui precatur oret, 
et qui orat precetur, et qui interpellat 
Deum, ad hoc interpellet, ut oret et pre- 
cetur, &c.’ Epist. lix. ad Paulinum, 
Quast. 5. §. 14. 

+ In the first Article it is Mavroxearwe, 
in the sixth Mavrodvvagos. Page 69, 70. 
And this distinction is very material, and 
much cbserved by the Greeks: as Dio- 
nysius Areopagita (whosoever that is) in 
his book De Divinis Nominibus, in the 8th 
chapter, explicates the dvvapmyuplay, or 
mayroduvewoy, and in the 10th chapter 
aayroxearwe, as two distinct names with 
different notions of God. Of the Mavzo- 
nedtwe, which we have already considered, 
he gives this account: To sev yap Aéyeras, 
Mae TO wavrov avTov Elva qwavroxearoeiniy 
Edeav, cuvExouray xal aepitxouray Ta Gra, 
ual evdptovcay nat Seersovoav xal aregs- 
ohivyyouray, nal dppayes ev EauTn TO Way aoro- 
Terodoay, wat e£ Eavtig Ta CAa uabamep eu 
pilng mavronearoeintic mpodyourayv, wat sig 
cauTiv Te mavra nabdorep el¢ ruOutve wayro- 
Kearopiney EmioreepouTay, Nat -cuveyoucay 
avTa, wo Wavrey Edpay wayuearh, Te cuvEexd= 
eve TevTA Hata lav meet KouTAY wayre 
cuvoyiv arparComéyny, at oun earav aire 
Sienweoovra EauTic, we ém Wavrerous eoriag 
xivovpreva, Wagamonecdat. c.X.§.1.. But of 
the duvauevuica he gives another accoun 
as we shall see hereafter. Bite 
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rendered in the sixth, because that peculiarly signified autho- 
rity of dominion, this more properly power in operation; there- 
fore we have reserved this notion of omnipotency now to be 
explained. 

In which, two things are observable; the propriety, and the 
universality ; the propriety in the potency, the universality in 
the omnipotency ; first, That he is a God of power; secondly, 
That he is a God of infinite power. The potency consisteth ina 
proper, innate, and natural force or activity, by which we are 
assured that God is able to act, work, and produce true and 
real effects, which do require a true and real power to their 
production: and in respect of this he is often described unto 
us under the notion of a mighty God. The omnipotency or 
infinity of this power consisteth in an ability to act, perform, 
and produce, whatsoever can be acted or produced, without 
any possibility of impediment or resistance: and in this re- 
spect he is represented to us as an Almighty God. And there- 
fore such an omnipotency we ascribe unto him: which is suffi- 
ciently delivered in the Scriptures, first by the testimony of an 
angel, “for with God nothing shall be impossible ;” (Luke i. 
37.) secondly, by the testimony of Christ himself, who said, 
“With men it is impossible, but not with God; for with God 
all things are possible.” (Mark x. 27.) Now he to whom all 
things are possible and to whom nothing is impossible, is truly 
and properly omnipotent. ‘hus whatsoever doth not in itself 
imply a repugnancy of being or subsisting, hath in reference 
to the power of God a possibility of production; and whatso- 
ever in respect of the power of God hath an impossibility of 
production, must involve in itself a repugnancy or contradic- 
tion. 

This truth, though confessed by the heathens, hath yet bee 
denied by some of them; but with poor and insufficient argu- 
ments,* that we shall need no more than an explication of the 
doctrine to refute their objections. 

First, then, we must say God is omnipotent, because all 


* The arguments which the heathen nare, aut revocare defunctos ; nec facere 


used, are briefly touched by Plutarch, but 
were more largely delivered by Pliny. 
"ArngioOm yae (pnolv) 6 wommTindg Atieos, civ 
Kadriydyo ta Agyovrt, 

Ei @etvoicba, 

"lod? Gre nad peor Aaipovs may duvarov. 
(so it must be read) od3 yae 6 Oedg Suvares 
- greiv qroieiv. “Eqreivouye, ci edo Err, woeire 
viv xidve petraway, 73 38 wip Luyedy, 76 38 
nadhprevoy eGov, xal vd évavriov. Plutarch. de 
Plac. Philos. 1. i. c. 7. ‘ Imperfecte vero 
in homine nature precipua solatia, ne 
Deum quidem posse omnia. Namque 
nec sibi potest mortem consciscere, si 
velit, quod homini dedit optimum in tantis 
vite penis; nec mortales eternitate do- 


ut qui vixit non vixerit, qui honores gessit 
non gesserit, nullumque habere in preterita 
jus praterquam oblivionis : atque (ut face- 
tis quoque argumentis societas hec cum 
Deo copuletur )ut bis dena vigintinon sint, 
ac multa similiter efficere non posse, per 
que declaratur haud dubie nature poten- 
tia, idque esse quod Deum vocamus.’ Plin. 
Nat. Hist. 1. ii. c. 7. Add unto these that 
objection of Elymas the sorcerer, recorded 
by Dionysius Areopagita: Kairos gucly 
"EAvpeas 6 peyog, Ei qravroduvajndg tory 0 @edG, 
wie rbyerat +t pm Sivacbar med¢ To nab? 
ipetts Ocordyou; AoiSogeiras 88 rar Seiw Madraw 
pnoavrt, pn Swyarbas Tov Osty EavTdy devioa- 
oa, De Divinis Nominibus, c. 8. 
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power, whatsoever is in any creature, is derived from him ; 
and well may he be termed Almighty, who is the fountain of all 
might. There is no activity in any agent, no influence of any 
cause, but what dependeth and proceedeth from the principal 
agent or the first of causes. There is nothing in the whole 
circumference of the Universe but hath some kind of activity, 
and consequently some power to act* (for nothing can be done 
without a power to do it): and as all their entities flow from 
the first of beings, so all their several and various powers flow 
from the first of powers : and as all their beings cannot be con- 
ceived to depend on any but an infinite essence, so all those 
powers cannot proceed from any but an infinite power. 

Secondly, God may be called omnipotent, because there can 
be no resistance made to his power, no opposition to his will, 
no rescue from his hands.~ ‘The Lord of hosts hath pur- 
posed, and who shall disannul it? his hand is stretched out, and 
who shall turn it back?” (Isa. xiv. 27.) ‘‘ He doth according 
to his will, in the army of heaven, and among the inhabitants 
of the earth: and none can stay his hand, or say unto him, 
What dost thou?” (Dan. iv. 35.) According to the degrees of 
power in the agent and the resistent, is an action performed 
or hindered: if there be more degrees of power in the resis- 
tent than in the agent, the action is prevented ; if fewer, it may 
be retarded or debilitated, not wholly hindered or suppressed. 
But if there be no degree of power in the resistent in reference 
to the agent, then is the action totally vigorous; and if in all 
the powers, beside that of God, there be not the least degree 
of any resistance, we must acknowledge that power of his being 
above all opposition, to be infinite. As Jehosaphat said, “In 
thine hand, O God, is there not power and might, so that none 
is able to withstand thee?” (2 Chron. xx. 6.) From hence 
there is no difficulty with God to perform any thing: no 
greater endeavour or activity to produce the greatest than the 
least of creatures; but an equal facility in reference unto all 
things: which cannot be imagined but by an infinite excess 
of power, above and beyond all resistance. 

Thirdly, God is yet more properly called omnipotent, be- 
cause his own active power extendeth itself to all things ;§ 
neither is there any thing imaginably possible, which he can- 
not do. Thus when God several ways had declared his power 
unto Job, ‘‘ Job answered the Lord, and said, I know that thou 


* “H dameieodivapos Tov roy sadorrg ele 
WAYTA TH WTA Yuet, Kab ovdev Err THY OvroW 
0 mavreAas adipnras TO Eyesy rid Swap, 
> 2A N a . x > ‘ ey 
GAN ny voeeay, n AoyiKny, n aicOnrinny, n Cors- 

x‘ A > 4 4 yy \ > yy \ a 
xiv, h ovrsmdn Suvaperv, Exes Kal abo de, et 
Sépatg eiarety, +0 elves Suvepesy, elo 7d elves Exes 
wape vig verepourion duvduews.  Dionys. 
Areopag. De Divin. Nom.c. 8. §. 3. 

+ ‘Neque enim veraciter ob aliud vo- 
catur omnipotens, nisi quia quicquid vult 


potest ; nec voluntate cujuspiam creature 
voluntatis omnipotentis impeditur effec- 
tus.’ S. August. Enchir. ad Laur. c. 96. 


{ ‘Nisi omnipotens esset, non una 
eademque facilitate summa atque ima 
fecisset.’ Fulgent. de Fide ad Petrum, c. 3. 


§ ‘Quis est omnipotens nisi qui omnia 
potest? S. August. de Trin. I. iv. c. 20, 
§. 27. 
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canst do every thing.” . (Job xlir. 1, 2.) Now that must needs 
be infinite activity, which answereth to all kinds of possibility. 
Thus the power of God is infinite extensively, in respect of 
its object, which is all things; for whatsoever effects there be 
of his power yet still there can be more produced : intensively; 
in respect of the action, or perfection of the effect produced ; 
for whatsoever addition of perfection is possible, is within the 
sphere of God’s omnipotency. The object then of the power 
of God is whatsoever 1s simply and absolutely possible, what- 
soever is in itself such as that it may be ; and so possible every 
thing is, which doth not imply a contradiction. Again, what- 
soever implieth a contradiction is impossible, and therefore is 
not within the object of the power of God, because impossi- 
bility is the contradiction of all power. For that is said to 
imply a contradiction, which if it were, it would necessarily 
follow, that the same thing would be and not be. But it is 
impossible for the same thing both to be and not to be, at the 
same time and in the same respect: and therefore whatsoever 
implieth a contradiction, is impossible. From whence it fol- 
loweth, that it may be truly said, God cannot effect that which 
involveth a contradiction, but with no derogation from his 
power : and it may be as truly said, God can effect whatsoever 
involveth not a contradiction, which is the expression of an 
infinite power. 

Now an action may imply a contradiction two ways, either 
in respect of the object, or in respect of the agent. In respect 
of the object it may imply a contradiction immediately or con- 
sequentially. That doth imply a contradiction immediately, 
which plainly and in terms doth signify a repugnancy, and so 
destroys itself, as for the same thing to be and not to be, to 
have been and not to have been. And therefore it must be 
acknowledged, that it is not in the power of God to make that 
not to have been, which hath already been:* but that is no 
derogation to God’s power, because not within the object of 
any power. And he may certainly have all power, who hath 
not that which belongeth to no power. Again, that doth im- 
ply a contradiction consequentially, which in appearance 
seemeth not to be impossible, but by necessary consequence, 
if admitted, leadeth infallibly to a contradiction. As that one 


fore to be true, which Pliny objects, Nat. 
Hist. 1. ii. c. 7. ‘Deum non facere ut qui 
vixit non vixerit, qui honores gessit non 
gesserit ;’ as this proves nothing against. 
omnipotency, because it is no act of pos- 
sibility. Had the act objected been feasi- 


* Td yeyovog ove evexerar or yeverGar 
310 bpOae “Aydbav, 
Moévou yae aired ual Qed oregicnerat, 
Caytmnra mosiy aro av i memeaytve. 
Aristot. Ethic. Eud. |. v. c. 2. 


‘ Quisquis dicit, Si omnipotens est Deus, 


faciat ut que facta sunt, facta non fuerint ; 
non videt hoc se dicere, Si omnipotens 
est, faciat ut ea que vera sunt, eo ipso 
quo vera sunt falsa sint.’ S. August. contra 
Faustwm, 1. xxvi. c 5. It is granted there- 


ble, and God had not the power to effect 
it, then had he wanted some power, and 
consequently had not been omnipotent. 
But being it is not want of power in the 
agent, but of possibility in the object, it 
proveth no deficiency in God. » 
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body should be at the same time in two distinct places, speaks 
no repugnancy in terms; but yet by consequence it leads to 
that which is repugnant in itself; which is, that the same body 
is but one body, and not but one. Being then a covert and 
consequential contradiction is as much and as truly a contra- 
diction as that which is open and immediate, it followeth that 
it is as impossible to be effected, and therefore comes not under 
the power of God. 

That doth imply a contradiction in respect of the agent, 
which is repugnant to his essential perfection ; for being every 
action floweth from the essence of the agent, whatsoever is 
totally repugnant to that essence, must involve a contradic- 
tion as to the agent. Thus we may say, God cannot sleep, 
God cannot want, God cannot die;* he cannot sleep, whose 
being is spiritual; he cannot want, whose nature is all-suffi- 
cient; he cannot die, who is essentially and necessarily ex- 
istent, Nor can that be a diminution of his omnipotency, the 
contrary whereof would be a proof of his impotency, a demon- 
stration of his infirmity. Thus it is “impossible for God to 
lie,’+ (Heb. vi. 18.) to whom we say nothing is impossible ; 
and, he who can do all things, “ cannot deny himself.’”’*{ (2 Tim. 


* «Neque enim et vitam Dei et pre- 
scientiam Dei sub necessitate ponimus, si 
dicamus, Necesse est Deum semper vivere 
et cuncta prescire ; sicut nec potestas 
ejus minuitur, cum dicitur mori fallique 
non posse. Sic enim hoc non potest, ut 
potius, si posset, minoris esset utique po- 
testatis. Recte quippe omnipotens dicitur 
qui tamen mori et falli non potest. Di- 
citur enim Omnipotens faciendo quod vult, 
non patiendo quod non vult: quod si ei 
accideret, nequaquam esset Omnipotens. 
Unde propterea quedam non potest, quia 
Omnipotens est.’ S. August. de Civ. Dei, 1. 
v. c. 10. ‘Nam ego dico quanta non pos- 
sit. Non potest mori, non potest peccare, 
non potest mentiri, non potest falli. Tan- 
ta non potest; que si, posset, non esset 
Omnipotens.’ Idem, de Tempore Serm. 119. 
al. 213. §. 1. 

+ ‘ Nunquidnam mentitur Deus? Sed 
non mentitur ; quia impossibile est mentiri 
Deum. Impossibile autem istud nunquid- 
nam infirmitatis est? Non utiquee Nam 
quomodo omnia potest, si aliquid efficere 
non potest? Quid ergo ei impossibile? Illud 
utique quod nature ejus contrarium est, 
non quod virtuti arduum. Impossibile, in- 
quit, est ei mentiri, et impossibile istud 
non infirmitatis est, sed virtutis et majes- 
tatis ; quia veritas non recipit mendacium, 
nec Dei virtus levitatis errorem.’ S. Am- 
bros. Annot. in Num. ‘Si volunt invenire 
quod Omnipotens non potest, habent 
prorsus; ego dicam, mentiri non potest. 
Credamus ergo quod potest, non creden- 


do quod non potest.’ 
Derg. xxite Co 25. 

¢ This was the argument of Elymas the 
sorcerer beforementioned, to which Dio- 
nysius Areopagita gives this answer: 
‘H Eavrod devnoig Exmrwoig adnbelas eorive i 
38 aAnbea dy gots, natn rig dAnOsiag Exrrwots 
TOD oyrog ExPTwois. El volyvuy 7 aadnbera dy 
tor, 88 devnoig Tig adnbelag Tov dvrog 
Eumrwcic, && TOU ovTOG ExmETEIY 6 Gedg ov 
Suvaras Kab TO pan ives ode EoTIV, wo av TiS 
gain 7d per Sdvacbas ov Svvaras, Ral Td par 
eiddvar xara ortencw ov ofdev, De Divin. 
Nom. c. 8. §. 6. @apeev 82 nal or ob 
Sivatar aizyede 6 Cede, Emel Errat 6 Ode 
Suva prevos per Elvas @edgr et yae aloxeov dpa 6 
Oe0¢, oun Err Oed¢. Orig. cont. Cels. |. v. §. 
23. Jobius gives this solution to the same 
objection: “A g¢auév pn Stvacbas 10 Betov, 
Tavera THY NTE oyTOV Ect! ponte SWATaV bAwS 
iperradvas. wou yae uptornxe TO devicacbas 
Tov @éty SavTov, ih Teomn, hn Tig dyabornTos 


S, August. de Civ. 


Exarwoig, i Tv aarnSesav Wevdog yevéicBar ; 


Tlavroduvamrog S€ veveiras nal Abyerat, wo Tah 
TE TeEMTA ata Kal cwrnea TaY Onprtoue- 
ynudaray mavra Suvapeevos Ste Bovasras. Job, 
de Verb. Incarn. 1. ili. c. 13. apud Pho- 
tium in Biblioth. p. 586. ‘O “Amicrords 
gucs weet Tov Oeod nal marpac, “Ev olo advvaroy 
eicacbat @edv’ ou acbeverdy Tie narnyopsy 
Tig mayxpatovg Suvdmews, AAR” MEyiorny 
papany, Sars dvemidentog ore Tov Pevdoug 6 Tig 
GAnBelag mathp. Kal addayice 38 ravrny 
dxveav Tiv Eworay Epn, Edy apynrwpesOa aitoy, 
Exeivog ariorog peevets aevncacOar yae EavToy ov 
Nyarar. Kal rovro yde ovx dobeveiag irtly 


QF 
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it. 13.) Because alie is repugnant to the perfection of veracity, 
which is essential unto God, as necessarily following from his 
infinite knowledge, and infinite sanctity. We who are igno- 
rant may be deceived; we who are sinful may deceive: but it 
is repugnant to that nature to be deceived, which is no way 
subject unto ignorance ; it is contradictory to that essence to 
deceive, which is no way capable of sin. For as it is a plain 
contradiction to know all things and to be ignorant of any 
thing ; so is it to know all things and to be deceived: as it is 
an evident contradiction to be infinitely holy and to be sinful ; 
so is it to be infinitely holy and deceive. But it is impossible 
for any one to lie, who can neither deceive nor be deceived. 
Therefore it 1s a manifest contradiction to say that God can 
he, and consequently it is no derogation from his omnipotency, 
that he cannot. Whatsoever then God cannot do, whatsoever 
is impossible to him, doth not any way prove that he is not 
Almighty, but only shew that the rest of his attributes and 
perfections are as essential to him as his power; and as his 
power suffereth no resistance, so the rest of his perfections 
admit no repugnance. Well therefore may we conclude him 
absolutely omnipotent, who, by being able to effect all things 
consistent with his perfections, sheweth infinite ability :* and 
by not being able to do any thing repugnant to the same per- 
fections, demonstrateth himself subject to no infirmity or im- 
becility. And in this manner we maintain God’s omnipotency, 
with the best and eldest, against the worst and latest, of the 
heathen authors.t+ 

amodsereic, AAA avumepBanrov ioxvog, Crt obn 
tyx weet Thy Seiav puow saurnv dpyncagas, 
Isid, Pelus. Ep. 335. 1. iii. Theodoret upon 


? ~ , Oe Sr ON N 
TAVTOV THY BVTWY AdyoS, OVSEY OLY Oidg TE Taed 
Abyoy odSE ae’ EauTov Eeyacacba, Apud 
Orig. 1. v. §. 14. And so Origen in his 


that place of St. Paul, “ It is impossible 
for God to lie: O2« aobeveg +3 advvaroy, 
BAAR ayav adro deus Suativ. OUTw yap, 
guolv, eotly adnbés wo ddvyaroy elvar Pevdos 
tv avrw yevecdas wore. To duvarcy dex (ita 
lege, non aduvarov obv) tig dAnSelag Ue rod 
adevarou cnuatverat. Dial. iii. p. 125. And 
upon that, ‘He cannot deny himself :” 
Tidduv ovy 73 ob Svvaras Tig adoretpoy suvapcews 
imdexer nrwrinéy, &c. Ibid. p. 124. 

* Theodoret having proved that there 
were many things, which fell not under 
the power of God, at last thus concludes : 
TloAaa roby sipixauev adivara wre Te Wav- 
roduvdpw Osa. “AAAL TO eer SuynOiivat rs ToU- 
TOV, aweigou Sua MEWS, OVH acbevelag Texpenerov® 
70 S€ ye Suvnbiivat, aduvapelag Inmovbev, od 
Suvaprewg. “Ott TovTav Exactoy TO ar pEmrov 
TOU Oeov ungurtes Kal aveardoiwrov. Dial. iii. 
p. 123. And Origen cont. Cels. gives this 
for the Christian’s general rule: Avvara: 
wad iutic mwavTa 6 Oei¢, Lmep Suvameevos, Tov 
@ed¢ elves, nal ro ayados elves, nal TOU copog 
elvat oun elorarat. |. iii. §. 70. And the 
words of Celsus, though ill intended, are 

| ‘ . e ‘ . ‘ e 
yet very true: AvTis yap (6 Gee) toriv 6 


answer confesses : "AAAd ual xa’ huts oddév 
oidg TE Waedhoyoy oUTE mae EauToV eeyaracOat 
tory Osdg. Ibid. §. 24. 

+ It was the constant opinion of the 
most ancient heathens, as appeareth by 
Homer, who expresseth it plainly, Odyss. 
K. 303. 


Xarermov 9€ 7” devoceiy 
3 ‘ od ‘ Ul Uy U 
Avdeacs ye Ovnroics, Oeot Sé re mravre Suvavras* 


And the same sense is attributed to Linus 
in a distich cited for his by Stobeus, tit. 
110. 1.; but may rather be thought. to 
have been made by some of the Pytha- 
yoreans. For this was the plain doctrine 
of Pythagoras, who taught his scholars to 
believe miracles, and to doubt of nothing 
said to be done by the gods, because all 
things were possible to them. Ov yap efvae 
7h paiv DuvaTa tev Obsdv, (vel potius soig 
Oecto) +a 08 adware, domes olecbas roig copi- 
Comnévous, GAAR mdvra Suvara* war nh apyn i 
auth tors Tay barav, & enetvel pace prev elven 
Alvov, tort potvros lows Exeivorv* 
"Ermer bas xen melve’s Brel ode Ear ovdev 
ENT TOV" 
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Thus God is omnipotent, and God only. For if the power of 
all things beside God be the power of God, as derived from 
him, and subordinate unto him, and his own power from whence 
that is derived can be subordinate to none, then none can be 
omnipotent but God. 

Again, we say, that God the Father is Almighty; but then we 
cannot say, that the Father only is Almighty: for the reason 
why we say the Father ts Almighty, is because he is God; and 
therefore we cannot say that he only is Almighty, because it is 
not true that he only is God.* Whosoever then is God, hath 
the same reason and foundation of omnipotency which the 
father hath, and consequently is to be acknowledged properly 
and truly omnipotent as the Father is. But we have already 
shewed that the Son of God is truly God; and shall hereafter 
shew that the Holy Ghost is also God, and that by the same 
nature, by which the Father is God. The Father therefore is 
Almighty, because the Father is God; the Son Almighty, be- 
cause the Son is God; and the Holy Ghost Almighty, because 
the Holy Ghost is God. The Father, Son, and Holy Ghost, are 
God, by the same Divinity: therefore, the Father, Son, and 
Holy Ghost, are omnipotent by the same omnipotency. The 
Father then is not called Almighty by way of exclusion, but is 
here mentioned with that attribute peculiarly, because the 
power of God answereth particularly to the right hand of God, 
as being the right hand of power.+ The Father therefore is here 
described by the notion of Almighty, to shew, that Christ hav- 
ing ascended into heaven, and being set down at the raght hand 
of God, is invested with a greater power than he exercised 


” 


~ , ’ ~ XN 
“Pddia wavra O&@ TEAEraL, nal dvivuTov ovdey.  pucEet, nal ToUTOIG pand EmrXELeEIY DAug Tov 


Iamb. de Vit. Pythag. c. 28. 
So Epicharmus a disciple of Pythagoras : 
’Aduvaret obdév ©ea. Ap. Grot. Excerpt. ex 
Trag. et Comed. Gr. p. 481. So Pater 
Omnipotens, and Jupiter Omnipotens, fa- 
miliar in Virgil and the poets before and 
after him. These do far outweigh the 
authority in Plutarch, and that of Pliny, 
with the addition of Galen, who opposeth 
the opinion of the philosophers to that of 
Moses expressly, and to our’Saviour ob- 
liquely: Ob yae O4 +6 BournOiiver roavrag 
yevecdar edvov hy alragues: ode yae Ef thy 
meéreay eLaidyns EOernoesev avIpwmrov moons, 
duvariy avr. Which seems tobe opposed 
to those words of our Saviour, ‘‘ God is 
able to raise children unto Abraham out 
of these stones.” Kal voir tort, 200 9 cae 
Maciws d6Eng nO neréga ual raroves wal 4 
Tay adrwov wap “ENAncw sed justayeieioa- 
petvav roig weph pices Adyous iapipe. TH 
pee yap doxst, +0 Rovanbiivas roy Gedy noc petioas 
Thy UAny, HY sdOdg nExdopenras mavra yap sivas 
+T® Oew Svyara voller, xdv el tiv Tédeay I~ 
mov n Bovv €Bérce mworsive ixeis 3° oby orm 
VIVGTROREY, GAN’ iver yae rive Aéyouey advyare 


Ody, AN ex ray Suvaray yever dar To BeATioy 
atesicSa:. De Usu Part. |. xi. c. 14. 

* «Non ergo quispiam audebit quam- 
libet creaturam sive ccelestem sive ter- 
restrem dicere Omnipotentem, nisi solam 
Trinitatem, Patrem scilicet et Filium et 
Spiritum Sanctum. Non enim cum dici- 
mus nos credere in Deum Patrem Omni- 
potentem, sicut Heretici Ariani, negamus 
filium Omnipotentem, aut Spiritum Sanc- 
tum.’ Auctor Lib. de Symbolo ad Catechum. 
i ep ear 

+ Nor is it unusual in other authors to 
make use of the word omnipotens, rather 
in relation to the present occasion, than 
in reference to the person who is said to 
be omnipotent ; as is observed by Servius 
upon that verse of Virgil, Atneid, ix. 625. 


‘ Jupiter omnipotens, audacibus annue 
coeptis. 


Hoc epitheton interdum ad gloriam nu- 
minis ponitur, interdum ad causam di- 
centis. _Namque hoc loco dicendo omni- 
potens ostendit eum etiam his, qui per se 
minus valent, prestare posse virtutem.’ 


a Bute 
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before: and that power which was then actually conferred 
upon him, acknowledgeth no bounds or limits; but “all 
power’ in the ultimate extent of its infinity is “ given unto 
him,” (Matt. xxviii. 18.) who is set down on the right hand of 
him who is God the Father; and, being so, is therefore truly 
and properly Almighty. — 

It is necessary to profess belief in God Almighty; First, -be- 
cause the acknowledgment of his omnipotency begetteth that 
fear and reverence, submission and obedience, which are due 
unto his infinite Majesty. Our God is a “ great God, a mighty, 
and a terrible ;” (Deut. x. 7.) therefore terrible because 
mighty. ‘I will forewarn you (saith our Saviour), whom ye 
shall fear: Fear him, which after he hath killed, hath power 
to cast into hell; I say unto you, fear him.” (Luke xii. 5.) 
Three times we are commanded to fear, and one only reason 
rendered, but. sufficient for a-thousand fears, the power of him, 
who is able eternally to punish us.. God gave a general com- 
mand to Abraham, and with it a powerful persuasion to obe- 
dience, when he said unto him, “‘I am the Almighty God; walk 
before me, and be thou perfect.” (Gen. xvii. 1.) It was a ra- 
tional advice which the apostle gives us, ‘‘ Humble yourselves 
under the mighty hand of God, that he may exalt you in due 
time.” (1 Pet.v.6.) And it is a proper incentive to the obser- 
vation of the Law of God, to consider that. he is the “one law- 
giver, who is able to save and to destroy.” (James iv. 12.) 

‘Secondly, The belief of God’s omnipotency is absolutely ne- 
cessary, as the foundation of our faith. All the miracles, which 
have been seen, were therefore wrought, that we might believe ; 
and never miracle had been seen, if God were not omnipotent. 
The objects of our faith are beyond all natural and finite power; 
and did they not require an infinite activity, an assent unto 
them would not deserve the name of faith. If God were not 
Almighty, we should believe nothing ; but being he is so, why 
should we disbelieve any thing?* . What can God propound 
unto us, which we cannot assent unto, if we can believe that 
he is omnipotent ? | 

Thirdly, It is not only. necessary in matters of bare faith, 
and notions of belief, but in respect of the active and operative 
reliance upon the promises of God. This was the particular 
confidence of Abraham the father of the faithful, ‘‘ who stag- 
gered not at the promise of God through unbelief, but was 


_ * This was. the argument .which the 
Pythagoreans used, who believed many 
miraculous actions, which others looked 
upon as fabulous; because they would 
disbelieve nothing, which was referred to 
the Divine. power: and the reason, of 
that was, because: they thought all things 
possible to. God, as. we shewed before. 
Tav toovrwy S€ (saith Iamblichus, having 


related several strange actions, either 
fabulous or miraculous) _ tay dSoxovvrwy 
peuindy aaropavnprovevourty; wo pendev carit- 
CTOVTES OTL AY. £16 TO. Deloy dvaynras’. and 
whereas others looked upon.them as weak 
and simple people for giving credit to such 
fabulous relations: med¢ mayra 7a roatra 
odx? adrovs ednBers vorelCouriv, AANA Tos. dars- 
orovvras,. lambl. de Vit. Pythag. c. 28. 
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strong in faith, giving glory to God, and being persuaded that 
what he had promised, he was able also to perform.” (Rom. 
iv. 20, 21.) The promises of God are therefore firm and sure, 
because he is both willing and able to perform them.* We 
doubt or distrust the promises of men, either because we may 
fear they intend not to do what they have promised, or cannot 
do what they intend: in the first, we may suspect them be- 
cause they are subject to iniquity; in the second, because 
they are liable to infirmity. But being God is of infinite sanc- 
tity, he cannot intend by breaking his promises to deceive us: 
therefore if he be also of infinite power, he must be able to 
perform what he intended, and consequently we can have no 
reason to distrust his promises. From whence every good 
Christian may say with the apostle, “1 know whom I have be- 
lieved, and am persuaded that he is able to keep that, which I 
have committed unto him, against that day.” (2 Tim.i. 12.) I 
am assured that if I be a sheep, and hear my Saviour’s voice, 
the powers of darkness and the gates of hell can never prevail 
against me; for it was the voice of the Son of God, “ My 
Father, which gave them me is greater than all; and no man 
is able to pluck them out of my Father’s hand.” (John x. 29.) 

Lastly, The belief of God’s omnipotency is necessary to give 
life to our devotions. We ask those things from heaven which 
none but God can give, and many of them such, as if God him- 
self were not Almighty, he could not effect. And therefore in 
that form of prayer, which Christ hath taught us, we conclude 
all our petitions unto the Father with that acknowledgment, 
““ For thine is the kingdom, the power, and the glory.” (Matt. 
vi. 13.) Nor can there be a greater encouragement in the 
midst of all our temptations, than that we are invited to call 
upon him in the day of trouble, “ who is able to do exceeding 
abundantly above all that we ask or think, according to the 
power that worketh in us.” (Eph. iii. 20.) 

After this explication of our Saviour’s sesston, we may con- 
clude what every Christian ought, and may be supposed, to 
intend, when he maketh profession to believe, that Christ is set 
on the right hand of God the Father Almighty. For thereby he 
is conceived to declare thus much: [ assent unto this asa 
most infallible and necessary truth, that Jesus Christ, ascend- 
ing into the highest heavens, after all the troubles and suffer- 
ings endured here for our redemption, did rest in everlasting 
happiness ; he which upon earth had not a place:to lay his 
head, did take up a perpetual habitation there, and sit down 
upon the throne of God, asa Judge, and as a King, according 
to his office of Mediator, unto the end of the world ; according 
to that which he merited by his mediatorship, to all eternity : 
which hand of God the Lather Almighty signifieth an omnipotent 


* «Nulla est in promissis Dei falsitas, quia nulla est in faciendis difficultas aut 
impossibilitas.’* Fulgent. ad Monim. 1. i. c. 12.> * > 


438 ARTICLE VII. 


power, able to do all things without any limitation, so they 
involve not. a contradiction, either in themselves or in relation 
to his perfections. And thus I believe in Jesus Christ, who 
SITTETH AT THE RIGHT HAND OF Gop THE FATHER AL- 
MIGHTY. 


ARTICLE VII. 


From thence he shall come to judge the quick and the dead.* 


Tuis Article containeth in it four particular considerations 
and no more; First, That Christ, who is gone from us, shall 
come again. Secondly, That the place from whence he shall 
then come, is the highest heaven, to which he first ascended, 
for from thence he shall come. Thirdly, That the end for which 
he shall come, and the action which he shall perform when he 
cometh, is to judge; for from thence he shall come to judge. 
Fourthly, That the object of that action, or the persons whom 
he shall judge, are all men, whether dead before, or then alive ; 
for from thence he shall come to judge the quick and the dead. 

For the illustration of the first particular, two things will be 
necessary, and no more; first, To shew that the promised Mes- 
slas was to come again, after he once was come: secondly, To 
declare how our Jesus (whom we have already proved once to 
have come as the true Messzas) did promise and assure us of a 
second coming. a 

That the Messtas was to come again, was not only certainly, 
but copiously foretold: the Scriptures did often assure us of 
a second advent. As often as we read of his griefs and hu- 
mility, so often we are admonished of his coming to suffer; as 
often as we hear of his power and glory, so often we are as- 
sured of his coming to judge. We must not fancy with the 
Jews, a double Messias, one the son of Joseph, the other of 
David; one of the tribe of Ephraim, the other of Judah: but 
we must take that for a certain truth, which they have made 
an occasion of their error; that the Messzas is twice to come, 
once in all humility, to suffer and die, as they conceived of 
their son of Joseph; and again in glory, to govern and judge, 
as they expect the son of David. Particularly, ‘ Enoch the 


* Or from whence ; the Latins some- 
times inde, sometimes unde. And the 
Greek is ev, unde, both in the ancient 
MS. in Sir Robert Cotton’s library, and 
in the Creed of Marcellus. But éxetSev 
Epxsuevoy, in the latter MS. in Bene’t 
College Library. Others neither ¢Sey, 
nor éxetSev, but waAw, as Justin Martyr: 
“Hyctc Eméyvapsey Xeiordy Tidy Oeov oravew- 
Stivra nal dvarrdvra, ual dvehnaucora eg 


Tong obeovorg, ual merc mageyencdirevoy xps— 
civ TavTay amas avSewmuv mEXpIG avToU 
‘Adds. Dial. cum Tryphone, p. 362. Others 
without inde or unde, only venturus, as 
the Nicene Creed, Socrat. 1. i. 8. épxé- 
fevov xpivar, others mdaAw epxoecevav, Con- 
stantin. Symb. Concil. Gen. t. i. p. 534, or 
igovra wady, and Fortunatus, leaving out 
inde venturus, hath only judicaturus vivos 
et mortuos. 
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seventh from Adam prophesied of this advent, saying, Behold 
the Lord cometh with ten thousand of his angels.” (Jude, 
ver. 14.) And more particularly Daniel saw the representation 
of his judiciary power and glory; “I saw in the night visions, 
and behold, one like the Son of man came with the clouds of 
heaven, and came to the Ancient of days, and they brought 
him before him. And there was given him dominion, and 
glory, and a kingdom, that all people, nations, and languages, 
should serve him: his dominion is an everlasting dominion, 
which shall not pass away, and his kingdom that which shall 
not be destroyed.” (Dan. vil. 13, 14.) This Son of man the 
Jews themselves confess to be the promised Messzas,* and they 
take the words to signify his coming, and so far give testimony 
to the truth; but then they evacuate the prediction by a false 
interpretation, saying, that if the Jews went on in their sins, 
then the Messias should come in humility, according to the de- 
scription in Zachary, “ lowly and riding upon an ass ;” (Zech. 
ix.9.)+ but if they pleased God, then he should come in glory, 
according to the description in the prophet Daniel, “ with 
the clouds of heaven:” whereas these two descriptions are two 
several predictions, and therefore must be both fulfilled. From 
whence it followeth, that, being Christ 1s already come, ‘‘ lowly 
and sitting upon an ass,” therefore he shall come gloriously 
“with the clouds of heaven.” For if both those descriptions 
cannot belong to one and the same advent, as the Jews ac- 
knowledge, and both of them must be true, because equally 
prophetical; then must there bea double advent of the same 
Messias, and so his second coming was foretold. 


co) ; 
That our Jesus, whom we have already proved to have come 


* R. Saadias Gaon ad locum, mwrn 
2s aw sax “ond aynpID pty In 
Bereshith Rabba, speaking of the gene- 
alogy concluding (1 Chron. iii. 24.) with 
Anani, the youngest of the seven sons of 
Elioenai, the author asks this question, 
soy noo) And who is this Anani? and 
answers it thus, mn AM Ow mw my 
MANN WIN IAD XW IW Oy NTR oN 
xia This is the Messias, as it is written, 
Dan. vii. 13. I saw in the night visions, 
and behold one like the Son of man came 
with Anani, that is, the clouds of heaven ; 
Solomon Jarchi ad locum, poy xin wix 
muna and Aben Ezra, ibidem, 35 “4X 
STATI PAN Mw WIX WD AT SD Ay Ww 
So the author of Tzeror Hammor; np) 
SON WIN FAD VENI MwA TD RT OT; 
The mystery of man is the mystery of the 
Messias, according to that of Daniel, he 
came as the Son of man. This place is 
mentioned for one of the paind which 
speak of the Messiah, in the Midrash 
Tillim, Psal. ii. And the Midrash upon 
the 21st Psal. ver. 7. ‘7 ow. m2 ‘9K 


923 RYOW “My DY AX INR aAIND Sxvw 
:wix speaking of the Messias. Indeed 
the Jews do so generally interpret this 
place of Daniel of the Messias, that they 
made it an argument to prove that the 
Messias is not yet come, because no man 
hath yet come with the clouds of heaven. 


+ This interpretation is delivered in 
libro Sanhedrim, ym by asma 72D2>N “aR 
NT TIN WIk IAD NvBw SY Dy WRI Mwrn 
Noy “MY DY Wr awe Oy ADM sy Arid 
amt Sy aan ‘oy 121 xd Idem etiam legi- 
tur in Bereshith Rabba R. Mosch. Haddar- 
sham, Gen. xlix. 11. Thus they make 
the coming of Christ to depend upon their 
merit or demerit: whereas the promises 
of the Messias are absolute and irrespec- 
tive, depending only on the goodness of 
God, not to be evacuated or altered by 
the wickedness of men. Nay, the un- 
worthiness of the Jews, which Christ 
found, when he came in humility, is one 
special cause why he should come again 
in glory. 
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once into the world as the true Messzas, shall come the second 
time, we are most assured. We have the testimony of the 
angels, ‘This same Jesus, which is taken up from you into 
heaven, shall so come in like manner, as ye have seen him go 
into heaven.” (Acts i. 11.) We have the promise of Chrost 
himself to his apostles: ‘‘If I go to prepare a place for you, I 
will come again and receive you unto myself: ye have heard 
how I said unto you, I go away and come again unto you.” 
(John xiv. 3. 28.) Heit is which from the beginning was to 
come; that express prophecy so represented him, ‘“ The sceptre 
shall not depart from Judah, until Shiloh come:” (Gen. xlix. 
10.) the name of Shiloh was obscure ; but the notion of the 
comer, added to it, was most vulgar. According to this notion, 
once Christ came ; and being gone, he keeps that notion still; 
he is to come again: “ For a little while, and he that shall 
come, will come.” (Heb. x. 37.)* Our Jesus then shall come; 
and not only so, but shall so come, as the Messias was foretold, 
after the same manner, in the same glory of the Father, as the 
‘Son of man coming in his kingdom.” (Matt. xvi. 28.) This 
was expressed in the prophetical vision by coming with clouds ; 
and in.the same manner shall our Jesus come: ‘“ Behold, he 
cometh with clouds, and every eye shall see him, and they also 
which pierced him.” (Rev. i. 7.) Those clouds were anciently 
expounded by the Jews of the glorious attendance of the 
angels, waiting upon the Son of man:+ and in the same man- 
ner, with the same attendance, do we expect the coming of our 
Jesus, even as he himself hath taught us to expect him, saying, 
“For the Son of man shall come in the glory of his Father 
with his angels.” (Matt. xvi. 27.) And thus our Jesus as the 
true Messtas shall come again; which was our first consideration. 

The place from whence he shall come, is next to be consi- 
dered, and is sufficiently expressed in the CrEeED by reflection 
upon the place whither he went, when he departed from us ; 
for he ascended into heaven, and sitteth on the right hand of God, 
and from thence he shall come ; that is, from and out of the highest 


* ‘QO Eeyduevos HEe, that is, he who is shall give wnto the Messias. From hence 


known by that vulgar appellation 6 éex¢- 
jsevos, he which did once come into the 
world to make that notion good, is still 
to be known by the same appellation, 
and therefore will come again. This was 
it which made the apostles ask that ques- 
tion, Matt. xxiv. 3.. ‘‘ When shall these 
things be, and what shall be the sign of 
thy coming, and of the end of the world?” 


+ As R. Saadias Gaon upon that place 
of Dan. vii. 13..°3N5. on yaw Sy OY 
RVI Ww. TIT A wT yawn way 
:mwnd The clouds of heaven they are the 
angels of the host of heaven ;. this is the 
great magnificence and power which God 


is that exposition in Midrash Tillim, 
Psalm xxi. 7. 2309 Oxy ‘9 OWA W392 ‘RK 
TNX WIN DDD NW “Dy DY NX) ‘Dw INN 
“JN AMR. 29). APM. VS, Apa 
POI PINT WD XT OX wan pa rpm 
rym ty ume Rabbi Barachia said in 
the name of Rabbi Samuel, one scripture 
saith, (Dan. vii. 13.) ‘‘ And behold one 
like the Son of man came with the clouds 
of heaven, and came to the Ancient of 
days, and they brought him near before 
him.” And another scripture saith, (Jer. 
xxx, 21.) And I will cause him to draw 
near, and he shall approach unto. me.” 
Behold in what manner! The angels shall 
bring him into the midst of them. 
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heaven (where he now sitteth at the right hand of God) shall 
Christ hereafter come to judge both the quick and the dead. 
For him “ must the heavens receive, till the time of the restitu- 
tion of all things;” (Acts 111. 21.) and when the time is ful- 
filled, from that heaven shall he come. “ For the Lord himself 
shall descend from heaven with a shout, with the voice of the 
archangel, and with the trump of God.” (1 Thess. iv. 16.) 
“Our conversation ought to be in heaven, because from thence 
we look for our Saviour the Lord Jesus.” (Phil. iu. 20.) Our 
High-priest is gone up into the Holy of Holies not made with 
hands, there to make an atonement for us; therefore as the 
people of Israel stood without the tabernacle, expecting the 
return of Aaron, so must we look unto the heavens, and expect 
Christ from thence,“ when the Lord Jesus shall be revealed from 
heaven with his mighty angels.” (2 Thess.i.7.) We do believe 
that Christ is set down on the right hand of God; but we must 
also look upon him, as coming from thence,.as well as sitting 
there; and to that purpose Cérist himself hath joined them 
together, saying, “ Hereafter shall ye see the Son of man sit- 
ting on the right hand of power, and coming in the clouds of 
heaven.” (Matt. xxvi. 64) Thus shall the Saviour of the world 
come from the right hand of power, in fulness of majesty, from 
the highest heavens, as a demonstration of his sanctity, that by 
an undoubted authority, and unquestionable integrity, he might 
appear most fit to judge both the quick and the dead ; which is the 
end of his second coming, and leads me to the third considera- 
tion, the act of his judging : From whence he shall come to judge. 

For the explication of this action, as it stands in this Article, 
three considerations will be necessary. First, How we may be 
assured, that there is a judgment to come, that any one shall 
come to judge. Secondly, In case we be assured that there shall 
be a judgment, how it appeareth that he which is ascended 
into heaven, that is, that CArist shall be the judge. Thirdly, 
In case we can be assured that we shall be judged, and that 
Christ shall judge us, it will be worthy our inquiry, in what this 
judgment shall consist, how this action shall be performed : 
and more than this cannot be necessary to make us understand, 
that he shall come to judge. 

That there is a judgment to come after this life, will appear 
demonstrable, whether we consider ourselves who are to un- 
dergo it, or God who is to execute it. If we do but reflect 
upon the frame and temper of our own spirits, we cannot but 
collect and conclude from thence, that we are to give an ac- 
count of our actions, and that a judgment hereafter is to pass 
upon us. There is in the soul of every man a conscience; and 
whosesoever itis, it giveth testimony to this truth. The antece- 
dent or directive conscience tells us what we are to do, and the 
subsequent or reflexive conscience warns us what we are to 
receive. Looking back upon the actions we have done, it either 


442 ARTICLE VII. 


approves or condemns them; and if it did no more, it would 
only prove that there 1s a judgment in this life, and every man 
his own judge, But being it doth not only allow and approve 
our good actions, but also doth create a complacency, apology, 
and confidence, in us; being it doth not only disprove and 
condemn our evil actions, but doth also constantly accuse us, 
and breed a fearful expectation and terror in us; and all this 
prescinding from all relation to any thing either to be enjoyed 
or suffered in this life: it followeth that this conscience is not 
so much a judge as a witness, bound over to give testimony for 
or against us, at some judgment after this life to pass upon us. 
For all men are ‘‘a law unto themselves, and have the work of 
the law written in their hearts, their conscience also bearing 
witness, and their thoughts the mean while accusing or excus- 
ing one another, in the day when God shall judge the secrets 
of men.” (Rom. iu. 14—16.) 

Again, if we consider the God who made us, and hath full 
dominion over us, whether we look upon him in himself, or in 
his Word, we cannot but expect a judgment from him. First, 
If we contemplate God in himseif, we must acknowledge him 
to be the judge of all mankind; ‘so that a man shell say, 
Verily he is a God that judgeth in the earth.” (Psal. lvii. 11.) 
Now the same God who is our judge, is, by an attribute neces- 
sary and inseparable, just; and this justice is so essential to 
his Godhead, that we may as well deny him to be a God, as to 
be just. It was a rational expostulation which Abraham made, 
“Shall not the Judge of all the earth do right?” (Gen. xviii. 
25.) We may therefore infallibly conclude that God is a most 
just judge; and if he be so, we may as infallibly conclude, that 
after this life he will judge the world in righteousness. For as 
the affairs of this present world are ordered, though they lie 
under the disposition of Providence, they shew no sign of a 
universal justice. The wicked and disobedient persons are 
often so happy, as if they were rewarded for their impieties ; 
the innocent and religious often so miserable, as if they were 
punished for their innocency. Nothing more certain, than 
that in this life rewards are not correspondent to the virtues, 
punishments not proportionable to the sins, of men. Which 
consideration will enforce one of these conclusions ; either that 
there is no judge of the actions of mankind; or if there be a 
judge, he is not just, he renders no proportionate rewards or 
punishments ; or lastly, if there be a judge, and that judge be 
just, then there is a judgment in another world, and the effects 
thereof concern another life. Being then we must acknowledge 
that there is a judge, which judgeth the earth; beig we cannot 
deny but God is that judge, and all must confess that God 1s 
most just; being the rewards and punishments of this life are no 
way answerable to so exact a justice as that which is divine 
must be: it followeth that there is ajudgment yet to come, In 
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which God will shew a perfect demonstration of his justice, 
and to which every man shall, in his own bosom, carry an 
undeniable witness of all his actions. 

From hence the heathen, having always had a serious ap- 
prehension both of the power of the conscience of man, and 
of the exactness of the justice of God, have from thence con- 
cluded, that there is ajudgmenttocome. Insomuch that when 
St. Paul “reasoned of righteousness and temperance and judg- 
ment to come, Felix trembled.” (Acts xxiv. 25.) The discourse 
of righteousness and temperance touched him, who was so 
highly and notoriously guilty of the breach of both; and a 
preconception which he had of judgment after death, now 
heightened by the apostle’s particular description, created a 
horror in his soul and trembling in his limbs. The same apo- 
stle discoursing to the Athenians, the great lights of the Gen- 
tile world, and teaching them this Article of our CREED, that 
“God hath appointed a day, in which he will judge the world 
in righteousness, by that man whom he hath ordained; whereof 
he hath given assurance unto all men, in that he hath raised 
him from the dead; found some which mocked, when the 
heard of the resurrection of the dead ;” (Acts xvii. 31.) but 
against the day of judgment none replied. That was a prin- 
ciple of their own, that was confessed by all who either be- 
lieved themselves, or a God; a conscience, or a Deity.* 

But yet, beside the consideration of the internal power of 
conscience in ourselves, besides the intuition of that essential 
attribute, the justice of God (which are sufficient arguments 
to move all men), we have yef'a more near and enforcing per- 


* This principle ofa judgment tocome, Deus dederit, omnium vox est. Judicem 
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suasion, grounded upon the express determination of the will 
of God. . For the determinate counsel of the Almighty actually 
to judge the world in righteousness, is clearly revealed in his 
word: ‘it is appointed unto men once to die, but after this 
the judgment.” (Heb ix. 27.). There is a death appointed to 
follow this life, and a judgment to follow that death; the one 
as certain as the other. For inall ages God hath revealed * 
resolution to judge the world. 

Upon the first remarkable action after the fall, there is a 
sufficient intimation given to angry Cain: “If thou doest well, 
shalt thou not be accepted? and if thou doest not well, sin 
lieth at the door ;” (Gen. iv. 7.) which by the most ancient in- 
terpretation signifieth a reservation of his sin unto the judg- 
ment of the world to come.* Before the flood, Enoch pro- 
phesied of a judgment to come, “ saying, Behold, the Lord 
cometh with ten thousand of his saints, to execute judgment 
upon all, and to convince all that are ungodly among them of 
all their ungodly deeds, which they have ungodly committed, and 
of all their hard speeches, which ungodly sinners have spoken 
against him.” (Jude, ver. 14, 15.) His words might have an 
aim at the waters, which were to overflow the world; but the 
ultimate intention looked. through that fire, which: shall con- 
sume the world preserved from water. 

The testimonies which follow in the Law and. the Prophets, 
the predictions of Christ and the apostles, are so many and so 
known, that both the number and the plainness will excuse the 
prosecution. The throne hath been already seen, the Judge 
hath appeared sitting on it, the books have been already open- 
ed, the dead small and great have been seen standing before 
him : there is nothing more certain in the word of God, no doc~- 
trine more clear and fundamental, than that of “ eternal judg- 
ment.” (Heb. vi. 2.) I shall therefore briefly conclude the first 
consideration from the internal testimony of the conscience of 
man, from the essential attribute the justice of God, from the 
clear and full revelation of the will and determination of God, 
that after death, with a reflection on this, and in relation to - 
another life, there is a judgment to come, there shall some per- 

son come to judge. 

Our second consideration followeth (seeing we are so well 
assured that there shall be a.judgment); who that person is 
which shall come to judge, who shall sit upon that throne, be- 
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fore whose tribunal we shall all appear, from whose mouth we 
‘may expect our sentence. Now the judiciary power is the 
power of God, and none hath any right to judge the subjects 
and servants of God, but that God whose servants they are. 
The Law by which we are to be judged was given by him; the 
actions which are to be discussed were due to him; the per- 
sons which are to be tried are subject to his dominion: God 
therefore is the ‘‘ judge of all.” (Heb. xii. 23.) He “shall bring 
every work into judgment with every secret thing, whether it 
be good or whether it be evil ;” (Kccles. xii. 14.) and so the 
last day, that ‘‘ day of wrath, is the revelation of the righteous 
judgment of God.” (Rom.11 5.) Now if God, as God, be the 
judge of all, then whosoever is God is judge of all men;* and 
therefore being we have proved the Father and the Son, and 
shall hereafter also prove the Holy Ghost, .to be God, it fol- 
loweth that the Father; and the Son, and the Holy Ghost, shall 
judge the world; because the Father, Son, and Holy Ghost, 
in respect of the same Divinity, have the same autocratorical 
power, dominion, and authority. 

But notwithstanding that particular day of the general judg- 
ment to come, the execution of this judiciary power shall be 
particularly committed to the Son, and so the Father and the 
Holy Ghost shall actually judge the world no otherwise but by 
him. For ‘God hath appointed. a day in the which he will 
judge the world in righteousness, by that man whom he hath 
ordained.” (Acts xvii.31.) It is God who judgeth; it is Christ 
by whom he judgeth. “For the Father judgeth no man, but 
hath committed all judgment to the Son.” (John v. 22.) There 
is therefore an original, supreme, autocratorical, judiciary 
power: there is a judiciary power delegated, derived, given by 
commission. Christ as God hath the first together with the 
Father and the Holy Ghost: Christ as man hath the second 
from the Father expressly, from the Holy Ghost concomitantly. 
For ‘ the Father hath given him authority to execute judgment, 
because he. is the Son of man;” (John v. 27.) not simply be- 
* cause he is a man, therefore he shall be Judge (for then by the 
same reason every man should judge, and consequently none, 
because no man could be judged if every man should only 
judge), but because of the three persons which are God, he 
only is also the Son of man ;} and therefore for his affinity 
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tinction, those words, because he is the Son 
of man, have reference to the precedent 
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with their nature, for his sense of their infirmities, for his ap- 
pearance to their eyes, most fit to represent the greatest mild- 
ness and sweetness of equity, in the severity of that just and 
irrespective judgment. i 

Nor was this a reason only in respect of us who are to be 
judged, but in regard of himalso who is to judge; for we must 
not look only upon his being the Son of man, but also upon 
what he did and suffered as the Son of man. He humbled him- 
self so far as to take upon him our nature: in that nature so 
taken, he humbled himself to all the infirmities which that 
was capable of, to all the miseries which this life could bring, 
to all the pains and sorrows which the sins of all the world 
could cause: and therefore in regard of his humiliation did God 
exalt him, and part of the exaltation due unto him was this 
power of judging. ‘The Father” therefore, who is only God, 
and never took upon him either the nature of men or angels, 
“‘judgeth no man (and the same reason reacheth also to the 
Holy Ghost); but hath committed all judgment to the Son;” 
and the reason why he hath committed it to him, is, “‘ because 
he is,” not only ‘‘the Son of God,” and so truly God; but 
also ‘‘ the Son of man,” and so truly man; “ because he is that 
Son of man,” who suffered so much for the sons of men. (John 
vy. 22.25. 27.) 

From whence at last it clearly appeareth, not only that it is 
a certain truth that Christ shall judge the world, but also the 
reasons are declared and manifested unto us why he hath that 
power committed unto him, why he shall come to judge the quick 
and the dead. For certainly it is a great demonstration of the 
justice of God, so highly to reward that Son of man, as to make 
‘him Judge of all the world, who came into the world and was 
judged here; to give him absolute power of absolution and con- 
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upon Paulus Samosatenus the heretic, 
yet we find no other distinction in the an- 
cient copies; nor did the ancient Latin 
fathers any otherwise read it than Paulus 
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God gave his Son power to judge, because 
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to avoid the argument of St. Chrysostom, 
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Ghost, because those two persons are only 
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God the Son, because he is the Son of man. 
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demnation, who was by us condemned to die, and died that he 
might absolve us; to cause all the sons of men to bow before 
his throne, who did not disdain for their sakes to stand before 
the tribunal, and receive that sentence, “ Let him be crucified,” 
(Matt. xxvii. 23.)* which event as infallible, and reason as ir- 
refragable, Christ himself did shew at the same time when he 
stood before the judgment-seat, saying, ‘‘ Nevertheless I say 
unto you, Hereafter shall ye see the Son of man sitting on the 
right hand of power, and coming in the clouds of heaven.” 
(Matt. xxvi. 64.) 

Again, if we look upon ourselves which are to be judged, 
whom can we desire to appear before, rather than him who is 
of the same nature with us? If the children of Israel could 
not bear the presence of God as a Lawgiver, but desired to re- 
ceive the Law by the hand of Moses; how should we appear 
before the presence of that God judging us for the breach of 
that Law, were it not for a better Mediator, of the same nature 
that Moses was and we are, who is our Judge? In this ap- 
peareth the wisdom and goodness of God, that making a gene- 
ral judgment, he will make a visible Judge, which all may see 
who shall be judged. “Without holiness no man shall ever 
see God;” (Heb. xi. 14.) and therefore if God, as only God, 
should pronounce sentence upon all men, the ungodly should 
never see their Judge.+ But that both the righteous and un- 
righteous might see and know who it is that judgeth them, 
Christ, who is both God and man, is appointed Judge; so as 
he is man, all shall see him, and as he is God, they only shall 
see him who by that vision shall enjoy him. 


* © Veniet Christus ut judicet, qui 
stetit sub judice : veniet in ea forma, in 
qua judicatus est, ut videant in quem pu- 
pugerunt. Cognoscant Judi quem ne- 
gaverunt : convincat eos homo ille sus- 
ceptus et ab eis crucifixus.’ Auctor de 
Symb. ad Catech. |. ii. c. 8. ‘ Veniet ergo, 
fratres mei, veniet: ille qui prius venit 
occultus, veniet in potestate manifestus : 
ille qui judicatus est, veniet judicaturus : 
ille qui stetit ante hominem, judicaturus 
est omnem hominem.’ Idem, 1. iil. c. 8. 
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hic judicabit que judicata est. Audite et 
intelligite, jam hoc Propheta dixerat, Vi- 
debunt in quem pupugerunt. Ipsam for- 
mam videbunt quam lancea percusserunt. 
Sedebit Judex qui stetit subjudice. Dam- 
nabit veros reos qui factus est falsus reus. 
Ipse veniet, forma illa veniet.’ S. August. 
de Verbis Domin. Serm, 64. al. 127. §. 10. 


+ ‘Cum boni et mali visuri sunt judi- 
cem vivorum et mortuorum, proculdubio 
eum videre non poterunt mali, nisi se- 
cundum formam qua filius hominis est ; 
sed tamen in claritate in qua judicabit, 


non in humilitate in qua judicatus est. 
Ceterum illam Dei formam, in qua equa- 
lis est Patri, proculdubio impii non vide- 
bunt. Non enim sunt mundicordes, Beati 
enim mundicordes, quoniam ipsi videbunt 
Deum.’ S. August. de Trin. lib. i. c. 13. 
‘Hoc rectum erat, ut judicandi viderent 
judicem. Judicandi enim erant et boni 
et mali, Beati autem mundo corde, quo- 
niam ipsi Deum videbunt. Restabat ut in 
judicio forma servi et bonis et malis os- 
tenderetur, forma Dei solis bonis serva- 
retur.’ Idem, de verbis Dom. Serm. 64. al. 
127. §.10. ‘ Et potestatem dedit ei judicium 
facere, quia filius hominis est. Puto nihil 
esse manifestius. Nam quia Filius Dei 
est equalis Patri, non accipit hanc potes- 
tatem judicii faciendi, sed habet illam 
cum Patre in occulto. Accepit autem 
illam, ut boni et mali eum videant judi- 
cantem, quia filius hominis est. Visio 
quippe filii hominis exhibebitur et malis. 
Nam visio forme Dei non nisi mundis 
corde, quia ipsi Deum videbunt, id est, 
solis piis exhibebitur, quorum dilectioni 
hocipsum promittit, quia seipsum ostendet 
illis” Idem, de Trin. 1. i. c. 15. 
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Christ Jesus then, the Son of Ged, and the Son of man, he 
which was born of the Virgin Mary, he which suffered under 
Pontius Pilate, he which was crucified, dead, and buried, and 
descended into hell, he which rose again from the dead, ascended 
into heaven, and is set down on the right hand of God: he, the 
same person, in the same nature, shall come to judge the quick 
and the dead. <“‘ For the Son of man shall come in the glory of 
his Father, with his angels, and then he shall reward every 
man according to his works.” (Matt. xvi. 27.) He then who 
is to come, is the Son of man; and when he cometh, it is to 
judge. ‘‘ The same Jesus which was taken up from the apostles 
into heaven, shall so come in like manner. as they saw him go 
into heaven.” (Acts 1. 11.) That Son of man then, which is 
to judge, is our Jesus, even the same Jesus, and shall come in 
the same manner, by a true and local translation of the same 
nature out of heaven. For God will “judge the world in 
righteousness, by that man whom he hath ordained, whereof 
he hath given an assurance unto all men, in that he hath 
raised .him from the dead.” (Acts xvi. 31.) He then which 
ascended into heaven, was the same which was raised from the 
dead; and by that resurrection God assured us, that the same 
man should judge us. “ For to this end Christ both died, and 
rose, and revived, that he might be the Lord both of the dead 
and living.” (Rom. xiv. 9.) It appeareth therefore, by God’s 
determination, by Christ’s resurrection and ascension, that the 
man Christ Jesus is appointed Judge. 

This office and dignity of the Son of man was often declared 
by several figurative and parabolical descriptions.. John the 
Baptist representeth him “that cometh after’ him, by this 
delineation of a husbandman: ‘‘ whose fan is in his hand, and 
he will thoroughly purge his floor, and gather his wheat into 
the garner, but will burn up the chaff with unquenchable fire.” 
(Matt. ii1. 12.)* The Son of man describes himself as a house- 
holder, saying to the reapers in the time of harvest, “ Gather 
ye together first the tares, and bind them in bundles to burn 
them; but gather the wheat into my barn:” and this “ harvest 
is the end of the world.” (Matt. xiii. 30. 39.)+ He representeth 
himself under the notion of a fisherman, “‘ casting a net into 
the sea, and gathering of every kind; which, when it was full, 
he drew to the shore, and sat down, and gathered the good into 
vessels, but cast the bad away.” (Matt. xiii. 47, 48.) He is 
the bridegroom who teok the wise virgins “with him to the 
marriage,” and shut the door upon the foolish, (Matt. xxv. 10.) 
He is the man, who, travelling into a far country, delivered 
the talents to his servants; and “after a long time cometh 
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again, and reckoneth with them,” exalting the “ good and faith- 
ful,” and casting “the unprofitable servant into outer dark- 
ness.” (Ibid. 19. 21. 30.) Lastly, he is the shepherd, and is so 
expressly described in relation to his judgment. For ‘“‘ when 
the Son of man shall come in his glory,and all the holy angels 
with him, then shall he sit upon the throne of his glory. And 
before him shall be gathered all nations; and he shall separate 
them one from another, as a shepherd divideth his sheep from 
the goats. And he shall set the sheep on his right hand, and 
the goats onhis left.” (Ibid. 31—33.) Being then the Son of 
man is thus constantly represented as making the great decre- 
tory separation, and the last judicatory distinction between 
man and man; as ahusbandman separating the wheat, some 
time from the chaff, some time from the tares; as a fisherman 
gathering the good fish, casting the bad away ; as a bridegroom 
receiving the wise, excluding the foolish virgins; as a master 
distinguishing the servants of his family, rewarding the faith- 
ful, punishing the unprofitable; as a shepherd dividing his 
sheep from the goats, placing one on the right hand, the other 
on the left: it plentifully proveth that the Son of man is ap- 
pointed the Judge of all the sons of men. And thus it appear- 
eth that Christ is he who shall be the Judge; which is the 
second consideration subservient to the present explication. 
Thirdly, It being thus resolved that the Son of man shall be 
the Judge, our next consideration is, what may the nature of 
this judgment be; in what that judicial action doth consist; 
what he shall then do, when he shall come to judge. The 
reality of this act doth certainly consist in the final determina- 
tion, and actual disposing of all persons in soul and body to 
their eternal condition: and in what manner this shall parti- 
cularly be performed, is not so certain unto us;* but that 
which is sufficient for us, it is represented under a formal ju- 
diciary process. In which first there is described a throne, a 
tribunal, a judgment-seat: for “in the regeneration the Son of 
man shall sit in the throne of his glory:” (Matt. xix. 28.) and 
that this throne is a seat not only of majesty but also of judi- 
cature, appeareth by the following words spoken to the apo- 
stles, “‘ Ye also shall sit upon twelve thrones judging the twelve 
tribes of Israel.” (Ibid.) . As in that vision in the Revelation, 
“T saw thrones, and they sat upon them, and judgment was 
given unto them. And I saw a great white throne, and him 
that sat on it, from whose face the earth and the heaven fled 
away.” (Rev. xx. 4. 11.) This throne of Christ is expressly 
called his judgment-seat, when the apostle tells us, “ we shall 
all stand before the judgment-seat of Christ,” (Rom. xiv. 10.) 
* St Augustin speaking of the particulars foretold to be exhibited at the day of 
judgment, concludes them in this manner: ‘ Que omnia quidem ventura esse credendum 
est: sed quibus modis et quo ordine veniant, magis tunc docebit rerum experientia, 
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c. 30. §. 5. 
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and “we muat all appear before the judgment-seat of Christ.” 
(2 Cor. v. 10.) In respect then of the Son of man, he shall ap- 
pear in the proper form and condition of a Judge, sitting upon 
a throne of judicature. Secondly, there is to be a personal 
appearance of all men before that seat of judicature upon 
which CArist shall sit; for we must all appear, and we shall 
all stand before that judgment-seat. “I saw the dead (saith 
the apostle) stand before the throne of God.” (Rev. xx. 12.) 
Thus “all nations shall be gathered before him.” (Matt. xxv. 
32.) ‘He shall send his angels with a great sound of a trum- 
pet, and they shall gather together his elect from the four 
winds, from one end of heaven to the other.” (Matt. xxiv. 31.) 
For the “ coming of our Lord Jesus Christ is our gathering 
together unto him.” (2 Thess. it. 1.) Thirdly, when those which 
are to be judged, are brought before the judgment-seat of 
Christ, all their actions shall appear: ‘he will bring to light 
the hidden things of darkness, and will make manifest the 
counsels of the hearts :” (1 Cor. iv. 5.) he will “ bring every 
work into judgment, with every secret thing, whether it be good 
or whether it be evil.” (Eccles. xii. 14.) To this end, in the 
vision of Daniel, when “ the judgment was set, and the books 
were opened ;” (vii. 10.) and in that of St. John, “the books 
were opened; and the dead were judged out of those things 
that were written in the books, according to their works.” 
(Rev. xx. 12.) Fourthly, after the manifestation of all their 
actions, there followeth a definitive sentence passed upon all 
their persons according to those actions,* which is the funda- 
mental and essential consideration of this judgment: the 
sentence of absolution, in these words expressed, ‘‘ Come, ye 
blessed of my Father, inherit the kingdom prepared for you 
from the foundation of the world ;” (Matt. xxv. 34.) the sen- 
tence of condemnation in this manner, “Depart from me, ye 
cursed, into everlasting fire, prepared for the devil and his 
angels.” (Ibid. 41.) Lastly, after the promulgation of the sen- 
tence, followeth the execution; as it is written, ‘‘ And these 
shall go away into everlasting punishment, but the righteous 
into life eternal.” (Ibid. 46.) Thus appeareth Christ’s majesty 
by sitting on the throne; his authority, by convening all before 
him; his knowledge and wisdom, by opening all secrets, re- 
vealing all actions, discerning all inclinations; his justice, in 
condemning sinners; his mercy, in absolving believers; his 
power, in his execution of the sentence. And thus the Son of 
man shall come to judge, which is the last particular subservient 
to the third consideration of this Article. 

The fourth and last consideration is, what is the object of 
this action; who are the persons which shall appear before 


* «Dominus non accepta persona judicat mundum ; unusquisque secundum que 
fecit accipiet. Sifuerit bonus, bonitas eum antecedit; si nequam, merces nequitie 
eum sequitur.’ Ep. Barnab. c. 4. 
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that Judge, and receive their sentence from him; what is the 
latitude of that expression, the quick and the dead. The phrase 
itself is delivered several times in the Scriptures, and that 
upon the same occasion: for Christ was “ ordained of God to 
be the judge of quick and dead,” (Acts x. 42.) and so his com- 
mission extendeth to both; he “is ready to judge the quick 
and the dead,” (1 Pet.iv. 5.) his resolution reacheth to each ; 
and as he is ordained and ready, so “shall he judge the quick 
and the dead,” (2 Tim. iv. 1.) the execution excludeth nei- 
ther. But although it be the Scripture language, and there- 
fore certainly true; yet there is some ambiguity in the phrase, 
and therefore the intended sense not evident. 

The Holy Ghost speaketh of death in several notions, which 
makes the quick and the dead capable of several interpreta- 
tions. Because after death the soul doth live, and the body 
only remaineth dead ; therefore some have understood the souls 
of men by the quick, and their bodies by the dead:* and then 
the meaning will be this, that Christ shall come to judge im- 
mediately upon the resurrection, when the souls which were 
preserved alive, shall be joined to the bodies which were once 
dead ; and so men shall be judged entirely, both in body and 
soul, for all those actions which the soul committed in the 
body. Now though this be a truth, that men shall be judged 
when their souls and bodies are united ; though they shall be 
judged according to those works, which their souls have acted 
in their bodies; yet this is not to be acknowledged as the in- 
terpretation of this Article, for two reasons: first, Because it 
is not certain that all men shall die, at least a proper death, so 
that their bodies shall be left at any time without their souls : 
secondly, Because this is not a distinction of the parts of man, 
but of the persons of men. 

Again, Because the Scripture often mentioneth a death in 
trespasses and sins, and a living unto righteousness, others 
have conceived by the quick to be understood the just,+ and 
by the dead the unjust: so that Christ shall judge the quick, 
that is, the just, by a sentence of absolution; and the dead, 
that is, the unjust, by a sentence of condemnation. But 
though the dead be sometimes taken for sinners, and the living 
for the righteous, though it be true that CArist shall judge 
them both; yet it is not probable that in this particular they 
should be taken in a figurative or metaphorical sense, because 


* So Theophylact testifieth: Tues 32 
nat Luyas nal camara evincav. Comment. 
in? Tim. iv. 1. Indeed Isidorus Pelusiota 
giveth this as the first interpretation : Td 
never Oar Cavras uct veneods, Tote Eos, TO Kat 
Lui ual odipea tig xelow ercicecOat, nai ovre 
ey Sarépou nex wpicpeévov’ AAA’ Homep nowy Thy 
tvravda cuvapeay emoncavro, Tw ual Thy 
ExevOey Nunv fivaxetvag Upéloucw. Epist. 222. 
eis 


+ This is the second exposition deli- 
vered by Isidorus Pelusiota to such asare 
not satisfied with the first: Ei dé xai darwg 
Qnrets, orm Sidupiwas, Cevrac, rovg deiCwov 
Biov nal Seopian prerenOovrac, ual aarodovvas 
avrors arEAEUTHTOUG aAo1Bas, uplvas TOUS VEXPw= 
Bévras Toto duagthuact, xal +o Sobey abroig 
Tahayroy wo ey Tadw TH EAUTOY KATAYaCAYTAg 
paburata, xat auvvarbas adrovg. Epist. 222. 
Lis 
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there is no adjunct giving any such intimation, and because 
the literal sense affordeth a fair explication: farther yet, be- 
cause the Scripture, in the same particular, naming the quick 
and the dead, sufficiently teacheth us, that it is to be under- 
stood of a corporeal death, “ Whether we live or die (saith the 
apostle), we are the Lord’s: for to this end Christ both died, 
and rose, and revived, that he might be Lord both of the dead 
and living.” (Rom. xiv. 9.) 

Thirdly, Therefore by the dead are understood all those who 
ever died before the time of Christ’s coming to judgment,* and 
by the quick such as shall be then alive: so that the quick and 
the dead, literally taken, are considered in relation to the time 
of Christ's coming; at which time there shall be a generation 
living upon the face of the earth, and before which time all the 
generations passed since the creation of the World shall be 
numbered among the dead. And this undoubtedly is the pro- 
per and literal sense of the Article,}+ That Christ shall come to 
judge, not only those which shall be alive upon the earth at 
his appearing, but also all such as have lived and died before. 
None shall be then judged while they are dead; whosoever 
stand, before the judgment-seat, shall appear alive ; but those 


* Thisis the third exposition of Isidorus 
Pelusiota: Ei 92 nat arrwe, odtws, upivas 
Tove OTe CovTag naTAAELpOEVTAG, nad TOUS HON 
med avriv xoyenbevrag. Epist. 222. L. i. 
Others of the fathers give the second and 
third explication, leaving it indifferent, 
and preferring neither; as St. Chryso- 
stom: "Hrot dpeaprmdods Aéyer ual Sinaiouc, 
ro Hal Tove GmreAOdvrag nal Tove vv dvTUS, Ort 
Morro xararerponzovrat Cavres. Com.in2Tim. 
iv. 1. ‘ Duobus autem modis accipi potest, 
quod vivos et mortuos judicabit; sive ut 
vivos intelligamus, quos hic nondum mor- 
tuos, sed adhuc in ista carne inventurus est 
ejus adventus ; mortuos autem, qui de cor- 
pore, priusquam veniat, exierunt vel exituri 
sunt: sive vivos justos, mortuos autem 
injustos, quoniam justi quoque judicabun- 
tur.’ S. August. in Enchirid.c. 54. ‘Cre- 
dimus etiam inde venturum convenien-~ 
tissimo tempore, et judicaturum vivos et 
mortwos, sive istis nominibus justi et pec- 
catores significentur ; sive quos tunc ante 
mortem in terris inventurus est appellati 
sunt vivi, mortui vero qui in ejus adventu 
resurrecturi sunt.’ Idem, de Fide et Symb. 
c. 8. ‘ Inde venturus judicare vivos et mor- 
tuos, Vivos qui super-fuerint, mortuos 
qui precesserint. Potest et sic intelligi, 
vivos, justos ; mortuos, injustos : utros- 
que enim judicat, sua cuique retribuens, 
Justis dicturus in judicio, Venite Bene- 
dicti, &c. Sinistris quid? Ite in ignem, 
&c. Sic judicabuntur, a Christo vivi et 
mortui.’ Auctor t.i, de Symb. ad Catechum. 
§. 11. ‘ Duobus modis hee sententia ac- 


migraverunt,’ 


cipitur. Vivi et mortui in anima, item 
vivi et mortui in corpore. Secundum 
priorem, judicabit vivos in anima, cre- 
dentes ; et mortuos in anima, fidem nul- 
lam habentes: secundum posteriorem, 
judicabit vivos in carne, quos presentes 
invenerit ejus adventus ; judicabit et mor- 
tuos in carne, quos resuscitaturus est 
Deus excelsus.’ Auctor 1. iv. de Symb. 
Catechum. §. 8. But although these two 
expositions were thus indifferently pro- 
pounded, yet the former ought by no 
means so to be received as any way to 
evacuate or prejudice the latter. ‘ Quod 
autem dicimus in Symbolo, in adventu 
Domini vives ae mortuos judicandos, non 
solum justos et peccatores significari, si- 
cut Diodorus putat; sed et vivos eos, qui 
in carne inveniendi sunt credimus, qui 
adhuc morituri creduntur ; vel immutandi 
sunt, ut alii volunt, ut suscitati continuo 
vel reformati, cum ante mortuis judicen- 
tur.’ Gennadius de Dogmat. Eccl. c. 8. 

+ This is the clear interpretation of 
Theodoret, without the least mention of 
any other: Nexpav ual Cavrav xerriv cov 
Kuetov xéudnuey, Emeday ual rods veneodo avi- 
rnc, nal elo To nerTnpboy aye, nat TOUS HATA 
To Tho cvvTEnElas narsedy sbgiexopuevous egduay 
Thy apbagciay, Amare Tao evoivag. Tlavres 
yee, puciv, ov xoranbric oped, mavreg 38 dr~ 
Aaynodueba., Com. in 2 Tim. iv. 1. ‘Vivi 
agnoscuntur, qui in corpore erunt in ad- 
ventu Domini; mortui, qui ex hac luce 
Auctor Exp. Symb, sub no- 
mine S. Chrys. 
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which never died, shall be judged as they were alive; those 
that were dead before, that they may be judged, shall rise to 
life. He shall judge therefore the quack, that is, those which 
shall be then alive when he cometh ;* and he shall judge the 
dead, that is, those which at the same time shall be raised from 
the dead. 

The only doubt remaining in this interpretation is, Whether, 
those that "shall be found alive when our Saviour cometh, shall 
still so continue till they come to judgment; or upon his first 
appearance they shall die, and after death revive, and so toge- 
ther with all those which rise out of their graves, appear before 
the judgment-seat. The consideration of our mortality, and 
the cause thereof, (that “it is appointed unto a// men once to 
die, in that death hath passed upon all,” Heb. ix. 27. Rom. v.12.) 
might persuade us that the last generation of mankind should 
taste of death, as well as all the rest that went before it; and | 
therefore it hath been thought,t especially of late, that ee 
whom Christ at his coming finds alive, shall immediately die ; 
and after a sudden and universal expiration, shall be restored 
to life again, and joined with the rest whom the graves shall 
render, that all may be partakers of the resurrection. 

But the apostle’s description of the last day mentioneth no 
such kind of death, yea rather excludeth it, ‘‘For we which 
are alive and remain unto the coming of the Lord, shall not 
prevent them which are asleep. For the Lord himself shall 
descend from heaven with a shout, with the voice of the arch- 
angel and the trump of God, and the dead in Christ shall rise 
first ; then we which are alive and remain, shall be caught up 

together with them in the clouds to meet the Lord in the alr, 
and so shall we be ever with the Lord.” (1 Thess. iv. 15—17.) In 
which words, they which “remain unto the coming of the 
Lord,” are not said to die or to rise from the dead, but are dis- 
tinguished from those “ which are asleep” and “‘rise first ;’ 
yea, being alive, are caught up together with them,{ having 
not tasted death. 


* This is cleared by the author of the 
Questions and Answers under the name 
of Justin Martyr: 
Sapov wact Tots Savovow 6 Oedg YUddvat dawe- 


2 n ~ 
CXETO, WAvTEs EX THY TAdwY avarTAYTES TH 


xeirn magicracbas pédrouct, WHS TANEwONCE- 
Tal TO, upivery vexeoug “al Caivrag Toy Kgtoy 5 
aise BE venpol xpiStivas Suvhzovran, Ov ree paey 
Tauare éy pAVnhuaciy Eppimereut, ai oe buxat 
TRY TOpndrooy HEX wplopecvas slot 5 Resp. Ov 
mares, pnot, noundnrdmeda newvel ovy Cavrac 
feev, TOUS TOTE CHvTAG, vExeoug JE, Tos duiora- 
petvoug ex Tay vexeav. Quest. et Resp. ad 
Orthod. q. 109. 

+ ‘Omnium enim hominum erit resur- 
rectio. Si omnium erit, ergo omnes me- 
riuntur, ut mors ab Adam ducta omnibus 


El 70 vig dvacracewe. 


filiis ejus dominetur, et maneat illud pri- 

vilegium in Domino, Non dabis sanctum 

tuum videre corruptionem. Hanc rationem 

maxima Patrum turba tradente suscepi- 
> Gennad. de Eccl. Dogmat. c. 7. 


t This is the observation of Epiphanius, 
who from these words proves as much ; 
for having repeated the text, he thus in- 
fers: “Aad ray ouvelevyptvay & ExaoTNS hege~ 
aig eoriy ely Ta emixsipe. Ataipov yue o 
aytos “A woaronos Tay Sud po Tro %O 190g, Big 
febay Edorida cuvnyayey, aro Tov, Hees deme 
yaropee sen ey vepenais Eig GUVAYTNOW auTOU? 
tye deiin ¢ ovr we TCUTO +0 Taiface nat ovr, ETEpOV 
mage Tore, 6 yae demayels odmw reOvnxe, 
Hares. |xiv. §. 70. 
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The same is farther confirmed by the apostle, saying, “ Be- 
hold, I shew you a mystery; we shall not all sleep, but we 
shall all be changed.” (1 Cor. xv. 51.) Which, being added to 
the former, putteth this doctrine out of question: for the living 
which remain at the coming of Christ, are opposed to them 
which are asleep, and the opposition consists in this, that they 
‘shall not sleep ;” which sleep is not opposed to a long death, 
but to death itself, as it followeth, ‘the dead shall be raised 
incorruptible,” and we (which shall not sleep) “ shall be chang- 
ed;” so that their mutation shall be unto them as a resurrec- 
tion.* And the collation of these two Scriptures maketh up 
this conclusion so manifestly, that I conceive no man had ever 
doubted or questioned the truth of it, had they not first differed 


in the reading of the text.+ 


* © Nam et in hoc ingemiscimus, domici- 
lium nostrum, quod de celo est, superindut 
desiderantes, siquidem induti et non nudi 
inveniamur : id est, ante voluimus super- 
induere virtutem ccelestem eternitatis, 
quam carne exuamur. Hujus enim gra- 
tie privilegium illos manet, qui ab ad- 
ventu Domini deprehendentur in carne, 
et propter duritias temporum Antichristi 
merebuntur, compendio mortis per demu- 
tationem expuncte, concurrere cum re- 
surgentibus, sicut Thessalonicensibus 
scribit.’ Tertull. de Resur. Carn.c. 41. 
‘Sancti, qui die consummationis atque 
judicii in corporibus reperiendi sunt, cum 
aliis sanctis qui ex mortuis resurrecturi 
sunt, rapientur in nubibus obviam Christo 
in aere, et non gustabunt mortem, erunt- 
que semper cum Domino, gravissima 
mortis necessitate calcata ; unde ait Apo- 
stolus, Omnes quidem non dormiemus, omnes 
autem immutabimur. Theod. Heracleotes 
Com. ad loc. apud S. Hieron. ep. 152. al. 
9. ‘ Apollinarius, licetaliis verbis, eadem 
que Theodorus asseruit ; quosdam non 
esse morituros, sed de presenti vita ra- 
piendos in futuram, ut mutatis glorifica- 
tisque corporibus sint cum Christo.’ S. 
Hieron. ib. “O 32 Atyes, TovTs EoTiV’ ob Way- 
weg priv doroOavoieta, mares 08 dAKaynod- 
peda, nat of oi darobvnonoyres* Synrol yap xa- 
xEivot. My} Toivuv, emedav amrolvnonsic, Sia 
wore Seions, pucly, wo ovx avarTncdprEV0G. 
Elot yae riveg of wat rovTo Siapevfovrat, xai 
Opewg oH apuet TOUT. adToIs Big THY dvacTa- 
ow Exetvny, GAAw Set nal Exelva Ta camara 
Te py amodvionura adrayrvat, nat sig 
apbagciay ueramecciv. S. Chrysost. Hom. 42. 
ad loc. So St. Jerome speaking of that 
place, 1 Thess.iv. ‘Hoc ex ipsius loci 
continentia sciri potest, quod Sancti, qui 
in adventu Salvatoris fuerint deprehensi 
in corpore, in iisdem corporibus occur- 
rant ei, itatamen, ut inglorium et corrup- 
-tivum et mortale gloria et incorruptione 


et immortalitate mutetur: ut, qualia core 
pora mortuorum surrectura sunt, in talem 
substantiam etiam vivorum corpora trans- 
formentur.’ S. Hieron. ep. 149. al. 6. ad 
Marcell. And St. Augustin, in relation 
to the same place: ‘ Revera, quantum 
ad verba beati Apostoli pertinet, videtur 
asserere quosdam in fine seculi, adveni- 
ente Domino, cum futura est resurrectio 
mortuorum, non esse morituros, sed vivos 
repertos, in illam immortalitatem, que 
Sanctis etiam ceteris datur, repente mu- 
tandos, et simul cum illis rapiendos, si- 
cut dicit, in nubibus. Nec aliquid aliud 
mihi visum est, quoties de his verbis volui 
cogitare.’ Ad tertiam Quest. Dulcitii, §. 2. 
These and others of the ancients have 
clearly delivered this truth, so that Gen- 
nadius, notwithstanding his maxima Pa- 
trum turba for the contrary, did well con- 
fess: ‘ Verum quia sunt et alii eque ca- 
tholici et eruditi viri, qui credunt, anima 
in corpore manente, immutandos ad in- 
corruptionem et immortalitatem eos qui 
in adventu Domini vivi inveniendi sunt ; 
et hoc eis reputari pro resurrectione ex 
mortuis, quod mortalitatem presentis vi- 
te immutatione deponant, non morte. 
Quolibet quis acquiescat modo, non est 
hereticus, nisi ex contentione hereticus 
fiat. De Eccl. Dogm. c. 7. 


+ There have been observed three se- 
veral readings of that place, 1 Cor. xv. 
51. one of the Latin, two of the Greek. 
‘Iilud autem breviter in fine commoneo; 
hoc, quod in Latinis codicibus legitur, 
Omnes quidem resurgemus,non omnes autem 
immutabimur, in Gracis voluminibus non 
haberi, sed vel, Omnes dormiemus, non au- 
tem omnes immutabimur ; vel, Non omnes 
dormiemus, omnes autem immutabimur.’ S. 
Hieron, ep. 152. al. 9. But there was 
not one of these three only in the Latin 
copies, that is the first; but one which 
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Wherefore being the Wace to the Thessalonians sufficiently 
proves it of itself, being that to the Corinthians, as we read it, 
invincibly confirmeth the same truth, I conclude that the liv- 
ing, when Christ shall come, are properly distinguished from 
all those which die before his coming; because death itself 
hath passed upon the one, and only a change different from 
death shall pass upon the other; and so conceive that Christ is 
called the Lord and Judge of the quick and the dead, in refer- 
ence at least to this expression of the CrrEEep. For although it 


was in the Greek, was also in the Latin, 
that is the second. For both these St. 
Augustin takes notice of : ‘ Nam et illud 
quod in plerisque codicibus legitur, Omnes 
resurgemus, unde fieri poterit, nisi omnes 
moriamurt ? Resurrectio quippe, nisi mors 
precesserit, nulla est. Et quod nonnulli 
codices habent, Omnes dormiemus, multo 
facilius et apertius id cogit intelligi.’ Ad 
tertiam Quest. Dulcit. §.3.. ‘Sed aliud 
rursus occurrit, quod idem dicit Aposto- 
jus, cum de resurrectione corporum ad 
Corinthios loqueretur, Omnes resurgemus 
vel sicut alii codices habent, Omnes dor- 
miemus.’ Idem, de Civit. Dei, 1. xx. c. 20. 
Two readings thereof were anciently in 
the Latin, two in the Greek ; one of the 
Greek in the Latin, and no more. First 
then that reading, Omnes quidem resurge- 
mus, &c. which is at this day in the Vul- 
gar Latin, was by the testimony of St. 
Jerome and St. Augustin the ordinary 
reading in their times, and is also used 
by Tertullian: ‘Horum demutationem 
ad Corinthios dedit dicens, Omnes quidem 
resurgemus, non autem omnes demutabimur.’ 
De Resur. Carn. c. 42. And. although 
St. Jerome testifieth that it was not to be 
found in the Greek copies, yet to the 
same purpose it isamongst the Varie Le- 
ctiones March. Veles. Mavreg dvaBrocouey, 
AAAS ov wavres amarraynedueda. And in 
Codice Claromontano, the Greek is erased 
in this place, but the Latin left is, Omnes 
quidem resurgemus. As for the second 
reading, Omnes dormiemus, &c. this was 
anciently 1 in the Latin copies, according 
to St. Augustin; and also in the Greek, 
according to St. Jerome. Didymus did so 
read it, and contended for that reading : 
‘Scio quod in nonnullis codicibus scriptum 
sit, Non quidem omnes dormiemus, omnes 
autem immutubimur. Sed considerandum 
est, an ei quod premissum est, omnes im- 
mutabimur, possit convenire quod sequi- 
tur, Mortui surgent incorrupti, et nos im- 
mutabimur. Si enim omnes immutabun- 
tur, et hoc commune cum c2teris est, su- 
perfluum fuit dicere, et nos immutabimur. 
Quamobrem ita legendum est, Omnes 
quidem dormiemus, non autem omnes inmu- 
tabimur.’ Apud S. Hieron. ep. 152. al. 9. 
Indeed Acacius bishop of Cesarea doth 


not only acknowledge this reading, but 
saith it was in most copies; ‘ Dicamus 
primum de eo, quod magis in plurimis co- 
dicibus invenitur, Ecce mysterium dico vo- 
bis, Omnes quidem dormiemus, non omnes 
autem immutabimur.’ Ibid. The Alexan- 
drian MS. may confirm this lection, 

which reads it thus: Of wdyres prev od xot- 
pendnededa, ov mavres Je dAdayncdeOa, for 
the first od is not written in the line, but 
above it. And the Ethiopic version to 
the same purpose, Omnes nos moriemur, 
sed non omnes nos immutebimur. The third 
reading, Non omnes dormiemus, &c. though 
it were not anciently in the Latin, yet it 
was frequently found in the Greek copies. 
Acacius testifieth thus much: ‘ Transea- 
mus ad secundam lectionem, que ita fer- 
tur in plerisque codicibus, Non quidem om- 
nes dormiemus, omnes autem immutabimur.’ 
Apud Hier. ibid. It was so anciently 
read in the time of Origen, as appeareth 
by the Fragment taken by St, Jerome out 
of his *EZnynrsx& upon the First Epistle to 
the Thessalonians (which he mentioneth 
himself in his second book against Celsus), 
and by his words in the fifth against Cel- 
sus: Ovx, brora pay mera Tiv0g dmrogiag AEAEX- 
Gas mapa TH -ATLoTOAW TOU Incov 7d, oD mWay- 

TES xoiundnobpee0e, movres 88 dhraynodmeda. 
§. 17. The same is acknowledged by 
Theodorus Heracleotes, Apollinarius, Di- 
dymus, [vid. Hieron. ep. 152. al. 9.] St. 
Chrysostom, Theodoret, Theophylact, and 
(Ecumenius. ad loc. The same isconfirm- 
ed by the ancient Syriac translation, 9 
NM) 7 JI JWT) yD as also by the Ara- 
bic. Being then of the three readings, 
but two were anciently found in the 
Greek copies, t Queeritis quo sensu 
dictum sit, et quo modo in prima ad 
Corinthios Epistola Pauli sit legendum, 
Omnes quidem dormiemus, non autem omnes 
immutabimur ; an juxta quedam exem- 
plaria, Non omnes dor miemusy omnes autem 
immutabimur ; utrumque enim in Grecis 
codicibus invenitur.’ S$, Hieron. Ep. 152. 
al. 9.) and of those two but one is now 
to be found, and the Greek fathers suc- 
cessively have acknowledged no other, 
being that which is left agrees with the 
most ancient translations, we have no 
reason to doubt or question it. 
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be true of the living of any age to say that Christ is Lord and 
Judge of them and of the dead, yet in the next age they are not 
the living, but the dead, which Christ shall come to judge, and 
consequently no one generation, but the last, can be the quick 
which he shall judge. As therefore to the interpretations of 
this Article, I take that distinction to be necessary,* that in 
the end of the world all the generations dead shall be revived, 
and the present generation living so continued, and Christ shall 
gather them all to his tribunal-seat, and so shall truly come to 
judge both the quick and the dead. 

To believe a universal judgment to come is necessary ; first, 
To prevent the dangerous doubts arising against the ruling of 
the world by the providence of God; that old rock of offence, 
upon which so many souls have suffered shipwreck. That which 
made the prophet David confess, his “ feet were almost gone, 
his steps had well nigh slipped,” (Psal. Ixxiii. 2.) had hurried 
multitudes of men to eternal perdition. The conspicuous pros- 
perity of the wicked, and apparent miseries of the righteous ; 
the frequent persecution of virtue, and eminent rewards of vice; . 
the sweet and quiet departures often attending upon the most 
dissolute, and horrid tortures putting a period to the most reli- 
gious lives, have raised astrong temptation of doubt and mistrust, 
whether there be a God that judgeth the earth. Nor is there 
any thing in this life considered alone, which can give the least 
rational satisfaction in this temptation. Except there be a life 
to come after such a death as we daily see, except in that life 
there be rewards and punishments otherwise dispensed than 
here they are, how can we ground any acknowledgment of an 
overruling justice ? That therefore we may be assured that God 
who sitteth in heaven ruleth over all the earth, that a divine 


* This was well observed by St. Au- 
gustin: ‘Si autem in his verbis Apostoli 
nullus alius sensus poterit reperiri, et hoc 
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eum intelligi voluisse clarum erit, quod 
videntur ipsa verba clamare ; id est, quod 
futuri sint in fine seculi, et secundo ad- 
ventu Domini, qui non exspolientur cor- 
pore, sed superinduantur immortalitate, 
ut absorbeatur mortale a vita: huic sen- 
tentiz proculdubio conveniet quod in Re- 
gula Fidei confitemur, venturum Dominum, 
judicaturum vivos et mortuos ; ut non hic 
intelligamus, vivos justos, mortuous au- 
tem injustos, quamvis judicandi sint et 
justi et injusti; sed vivos quos nondum 
exiisse, mortuos autem quos jam exlisse 
de corporibus adventus ejus inveniet.’ 
Ad tertiam Quest. Dulcitii. §. 4. And 
Origen long before did make the same 
exposition of these words, “ that he might 
be Lord both of the dead and living,” 
Rom. xiv. 9. "Opa yae tv roves, rt daréba~ 
vev “Ingous, iva vexeav xupisvon, ual dvéiorn, 
Tver pan prdvoy vexptiv dAAG uob Cavey nupiedon. 


wat of vexgol Eyedncovrar apdagror) Cavrag 
32 abrods, ual Tove dAAaynoomévous, ErEpoUS 
wwrag THY EyEeInconevon vexeav. “Exes de xat 
weet ToUTOV h AEE OUT MG, Kat husic dAAayn- 
obpreda, EFig eipnectvn Ta, Ol vexeo! Even Incoy= 
THs TPBTVe “AAG Hal Ev TH Weds Oercaro- 
winEto WpoTEpa ev ErEratc AELert Thy avTny Sia- 
poedy wapioras, pnolv, &rAoug prev Evers TOG 
Norprcyrtvous, ArAoug SE Toro CavTag, AEyoV, 
&c. |. ii. contra Celsum, §. 65. Which 
exposition is far more proper than that of 
Methodius: *Em) trav Luyav ual ew ray 
THmMaTov Tagarnmréoy’ Lavrov psy THY pu- 
HBV, HAId atdveror, vexpay SE TAY TwpAaTOY. 
Phot. in Biblioth. Cod. cexxxiv. ad fin. 
And Ruffinus, ‘Quid autem dicitur ju- 
dicare vivos et mortuos, nisi quod alii vivi, 
alii mortui, ad judicium veniant? sed 
anime simul judicabuntur et corpora, in 
quibus vivos animas, corpora nominavit.’ 
Expos, in Symb. §. 32. 
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and most holy providence disposeth and dispenseth all things 
here below; it is absolutely necessary to believe and profess, 
that ajust and exact retribution is deferred, that a due and 
proportionable dispensation of rewards and punishments is 
reserved to another world; and consequently that there is a 
universal judgment to come. 

Secondly, [t is necessary to believe a judgment to come, 
thereby effectually to provoke ourselves to the breaking off our 
sins by repentance, to the regulating our future actions by the 
word of God, and to the keeping a conscience void of offence 
towards God and towards man. Such is the sweetness of our 
sins, such the connaturalness of our corruptions, so great our 
confidence of impunity here, that except we looked for an ac- 
count hereafter, it were unreasonable to expect that any man 
should forsake his delights, renounce his complacences, and by 
a severe repentance create a bitterness to his own soul. But 
being once persuaded of a judgment, and withal possessed with 
a sense of our sins, who will not tremble with Felix? who will 
not ‘flee from the wrath to come ?”” What must the hardness be 
of that impenitent heart, which “ treasureth up unto itself 
wrath against the day of wrath and revelation of the righteous 
judgment of God?” (Rom. ii. 5.) Weare naturally inclined to 
follow the bent of our own wills, and the inclinations of our own 
hearts: all external rules and prescriptions are burdensome to 
us; and did we not look to give an account, we had no reason 
to satisfy any other desires than our own: especially the dic- 
tates of the Word of God are so pressing and exact, that were 
there nothing but a commanding power, there could be no ex- 
pectation of obedience. It is necessary then that we should 
believe that an account must be given of all our actions; and 
not only so, but that this account will be exacted according to 
the rule of God’s revealed will, that “God shall judge the 
secrets of men by Jesus Christ, according to the Gospel.” 
(Rom. ii. 16.) There is in every man not only a power to reflect, 
but a necessary reflection upon his actions; not only a volun- 
tary remembrance, but also an irresistible judgment of his own 
conversation. Nowif there were no other judge beside our own 
souls, we should be regardless of our own sentence, and wholly 
unconcerned in our own condemnations. But if we were 
persuaded that these reflections of conscience, are to be so 
many witnesses before the tribunal of Keaven, and that we are 
to carry in our own hearts a testimony either to absolve or 
condemn us, we must infallibly watch over that unquiet inmate, 
and endeavour above all things for a good conscience. For 
‘seeing that all things shall be dissolved, what manner of per- 
sons ought we to be in all holy conversation and godliness, 
looking for and hastening unto the coming of the day of God.” | 
(2 Pet. ii. 11.) Reason itself will tell us thus much; but if 
that do not, or if we will not hearken to our own voice; “the 
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grace of God that bringeth salvation teacheth us, that, deny- 
ing ungodliness and worldly lusts, we should live soberly, 
righteously, and godly, in this present world, looking for that 
blessed hope, and the glorious appearing of the great God and 
our Saviour Jesus Christ.” (Tit. 11. 11—13.) 

Thirdly, It is necessary to profess faith in Christ as Judge of 
the quick and the dead, for the strengthening our hope, for the 
augmenting our comfort, for the establishing our assurance of 
eternal life. If we iook upon the judgment to come, only as 
revealing our secrets, as discerning our actions, as sentencing 
our persons according to our works done in the flesh, there is 
not one of us can expect life from that tribunal, or happiness 
at the last day. We must confess that we have all sinned, and 
that there is not any sin which we have committed, but de- 
serves the sentence of death ; we must acknowledge that the 
best of our actions bear no proportion to eternity, and can 
challenge no degree of that weight of glory; and therefore in 
a judgment, as such, there can be nothing but a fearful expec- 
tation of eternal misery, and an absolute despair of everlasting 
happiness. It is necessary therefore that we should believe, 
that Christ shall sit upon the throne, that our Redeemer shall 
be our judge, that we shall receive our sentence not according 
to the rigour of the Law, but the mildness and mercies of the 
Gospel ; and then we may look upon not only the precepts but 
also the promises of God; whatsoever sentence in the sacred 
Scripture speaketh any thing of hope, whatsoever text admi- 
nistereth any comfort, whatsoever argument drawn from thence 
can breed in us any assurance, we may confidently make use 
of them all in reference to the judgment to come: because by 
that Gospel which contains them all, we shall be judged. If 
we consider whose Gospel it is, and who shall judge us by it, 
““we are members of his body, of his flesh, and of his bones;” 
(Eph. v.30.) “ for which cause he is not ashamed to call us 
brethren.” (Heb. 11. 11.) As one of our brethren he hath re- 
deemed us, (Lev. xxv. 48.) he hath laid down his life as a ran- 
som for us. He is our High-priest who made an atonement for 
our sins, “a merciful and faithful High-priest, in all things 
being made like unto his brethren.” (Heb. ii. 17.) He which 
is Judge, is also our Advocate; and who shall condemn us, if 
he shall pass the sentence upon us, who maketh intercession 
for us? Well therefore may “we have boldness and access 
with confidence by the faith of him” (Eph. iii. 12.) unto the 
throne of that Judge, who is our Redeemer, who is our High- 
priest, who is our Advocate, who will not by his word at the 
last day condemn us, because he hath already in the same 
word absolved us, saying, “ Verily, verily, I say unto you, he 
that heareth my word, and believeth on him that sent me, hath 
everlasting life, and shall not come into condemnation, but is 
passed from death unto life.” (John v. 24.) 
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Having thus explained the nature of the judgment to come, 
and the necessity of believing the same, we have given sufhi- 
cient light to every Christian to understand what he ought to 
intend, and what it is he professeth, when he saith, I believe 
in him who shall come to judge the quick and the dead. For 
thereby he is conceived to declare thus much: I am fully per- 
suaded of this, as an infallible and necessary truth, that the 
eternal Son of God, in that human nature, in which he died, 
and rose again, and ascended into heaven, shall certainly come 
from the same heaven into which he ascended, and at his com- 
ing shall gather together all those which shall be then alive, 
and all which ever lived and shall be before that day dead: 
when causing them all to stand before his judgment-seat, he 
shall judge them all according to their works done in the flesh; 
and passing the sentence of condemnation upon all the repro- 
bates, shall deliver them to be tormented with the devil and his 
angels; and pronouncing the sentence of absolution upon all 
the elect, shall translate them into his glorious kingdom, of 
which there shall be no end. And thus I believe in Jesus 
Christ, WHO SHALL JUDGE THE QUICK AND THE DEAD. 


ARTICLE VIII. 
L believe in the Holy Ghost. 


In this Article we repeat again the first word of the CrrxEp, I 
believe ; whereas a conjunction might have been sufficient, but 
that so many particulars concerning the Son have intervened. 
For as we are baptized in the name of the Father, the Son, and 
the Holy Ghost; so do we make confession of our faith, saying, 
I believe in the Father, the Son, and the Holy Ghost ;* and the 
ancients, whose Creed was something shorter, made no repe- 
tition of the act of faith, but only an addition of the object, 
And in the Holy Ghost.t And as we repeat this act of faith in 


* «Sed enim ordo rationis et fidei auc- 
toritas, digestis vocibus et literis Domini, 
admonet nos post hec credere etiam in 
Spiritum Sanctum, olim Ecclesie repro- 
missum, sed statutis temporum opportu- 
nitatibus redditum.’ Novatian. de Trin. 
c. 29. Schlictingius the Socinian, in his 
Preface to the Polonian Confession of 
Faith, endeavoureth to persuade us, that 
this Article of the Holy Ghost is not so 
ancient as the rest ; which being diame- 
trically opposite to that original of the 
Creed, which I have delivered, the bap- 
tismal words, Father, Son, and Holy 
Ghost, it will be necessary to examine 
his reason, which is drawn only from the 
authority of Tertullian ; who in his book 


De Velund. Virg. c. 1. reciting the rule of 
faith, makes no mention of the Holy 
Ghost: and De Prescr. Heret. propounds 
this Article no otherwise: ‘ Quam ut cre- 
damus Christum in ccelos receptum se- 
dere ad dextram Patris, misisse vicariam, 
vim Spiritus Sancti.’ c. 13. But this 
objection made for the novelty of this 
Article is easily answered: for Irenzus 
before Tertullian hath it expressly in his 
Confession, |. i. c. 10. and calls it the 
faith, ‘in Patrem et Filium, et Spiritum 
Sanctum; and also declares, that the 
Church received that faith, and preserved 
it through the whole world. 

+ So the ancient Greek MS. xal eile 
Mveipae dy; and Marcellus, xat sig +6 
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this Article, so some did also in the second, I believe in Jesus 
Christ.* Wherefore being this word, I believe, is taken here 
only by way of resumption or repetition, and consequently 
must be of the same sense or importance, of which it was in 
the beginning of the CREED, it may well receive the same ex- 
plication here which it received there; to that therefore the 
reader is referred. 

For although the ancient fathers did frequently make use of 
this language to prove the Divinity of the Spirit,t and did thence 
argue that he is really and truly God, because we believe in the 
Holy Ghost ; yet being that language is not expressly read in 
the Scriptures in relation to the Spirit, as it is in reference to 
the Son; being to believe in the Holy Ghost, is only the expres- 
sion of the Church contained in the Creed; being in the same 
Creed many of the ancients, without any ‘reprehension, have 
used the same phrase in the following Articles expressly, and ° 
where the preposition is not expressed, it may very well be 
thought it was understood: therefore I think fit to acquiesce 
in my former exposition, and lay no great force on the prepo- 
sition. 

It will therefore be sufficient for the explication of this Ar- 
ticle, if we can declare what is the full and proper object of our 
faith contained in it, what we are obliged to believe concern- 
ing the Holy Ghost. And as to this we shall discharge our 
undertaking, and satisfy whatsoever is required in this Expo- 
sition, if we can set forth these two particulars, the nature and 
&yiov wvedea; as also Arius and Euzoius, 
and the Council of Nice. Socrat. l.i.c. 8. 


Thus also the Latins: ‘ Post hoc ponitur 
in ordine fidei, Et in Spirttum Sanctum.’ 


that he is God, by those words: xai ei¢ 
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Ruffinus in Symb. §. 34. Maximus Taurin. 
et Auctor lib. de Symb. ad Catechum. The 
MS. in the Oxford Library, Et in Spiritum 
Sanctum. Others, instead of the conjunc- 
tion, made use of credo, by way of repetition, 
as we do: ‘Credo in Spiritum Sanctum.’ 
Chrysologus, Eusebius Gallican., Auctor 
Serm. ad Catechum, 1. iv. §.9. Etherius 
Uxam., the Greek and Latin MS. in Bene’t 
College Library: and ‘Credo in Sancto 
Spiritu.’ Venantius Fortunatus. 


_ * As the ancient Saxon Creed set forth 
by Freherus. 


+ Gregory Nazianzen, disputing for the 
divinity of the Holy Ghost, proveth that 
he is no creature thus: “AAd’ é peev ution 
faa, rae tig adrd Tho TEvOPAEY 5 3 hey avr TE 
AstoupesOe ; 5 ov yep raurey bor miorevEly elo 
+, nat mph avrod morevew 7d mv yee Err 
Sedrnroe, 7d 98 Tavrig wedyuaros. Orat. 
xxxvii. p. 596. Epiphanius seems to 
speak thus much, shewing, that though 
the fathers of the Nicene Council had 
determined nothing particularly of the 
Holy Ghost, yet they sufficiently shew 
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flay Seforoyiay, nat Ele patay Evaro ly Dedrnres, 
nat poloy ofeoovarorner, als weia TEAC, poly de 
Deornra, pebay ouoiay, pabay doforoyiay, pea 
uueldrnta, a0) Tov To TEVOpKEY nat ThoTEVOKLEV 
nal aniorevorev. Heres. xxiv. §. 14. ‘ Agno- 
scamus verbi ipsius privilegium. Cre- 
dere illi quilibet potest hominum ; credere 
vero in illum, soli debere te Majestati 
noveris, Sec et hoc ipsum aliud est Deum 
credere, aliud est credere in Deum, Esse 
Deum et diabolus credere dicitur, secun- 
dum Apostolum ; nam et demones credunt 
et contremiscunt. In Deum vero credere, 
hoc est fideliter eum querere, et tota in 
eum dilectione transire. Credo ergo in 
illum, hoc est dicere, Confiteor illum, 
colo illum, adoro illum, totum me in jus 
ejus ac dominium trado, atque transfundo. 
In professionis hujus reverentia universa 
divino nomini debita continentur obse- 
quia.’ Paschasius in Prefat. Operis de 
Spiritu S. 
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the office of that blessed Spirit. For the name of Ghost or 
Gast in the ancient Saxon language signifieth a Spirit, and in 
that appellation of the Spirit of God, his nature principally is 
expressed. The addition of holiness, though it denote the in- 
trinsical sanctity essentially belonging to that Spirit, yet not- 
withstanding it containeth aiso a derivative notion, as signify- 
ing an emanation of that holiness, and communication of the 
effects thereof; and in this communication his office doth con- 
sist. Whatsoever therefore doth concern the Spirit of God, 
as such, and the intrinsical sanctity, which belongeth to that 
Spirit, may be expressed in the explication of his nature; what- 
soever belongeth to the derivation of that sanctity, may be 
described in his office; and consequently more cannot be ne- 
cessary, than to declare what is the nature, what the office, of 
the Spirit of God. 

For the better indagation of the nature of the Holy Ghost, I 
shall proceed by certain steps and degrees; which as they will 
render the discourse more clear, so will they also make the 
reasons more strong, and the arguments more evident. And 
first, as to the existence of the Spirit of God, it will be unne- 
cessary to endeavour the proof of it; for although the Saddu- 
cees seemed to deny it, who said “that there is no resurrec- 
tion, neither angel, nor spirit;”’ (Acts xxii. 8.) though it hath 
been ordinarily concluded from thence that they rejected the 
Holy Ghost,* yet it cannot be proved from those words that 
they denied the existence of the Spirit of God, any more than 
that they denied the existence of God who isa spirit: nor did 
the notion which the Jews had of the Spirit of God any way 
incline the Sadducees, who denied the existence of the angels 
and the souls of men, to reject it. The resurrection, angel, 
and spirit, which the Sadducees refused to acknowledge, were 
but two particulars ; for it is expressly added, that the “ Pha- 
risees confessed both ;” of which two the resurrection was one, 
angels and spirits were the other;+ wherefore that which the 
Sadducees disbelieved was the existence of such created spiri- 
tual natures, as the angels and the souls of men are conceived 
tohave. And as for those disciples at Ephesus, who had “not 
so much as heard whether there be a Holy Ghost ;” (Acts xix. 
2.) if they were Gentiles, it is no wonder, because they never 
had that notion in their religion; if they were Jews, as they 
seem to be, because they were baptized with the baptism of 
John, it signifieth not that they never heard of the Spirit of 
God, but only that they had not heard of the giving of it, which 
the apostle mentioned: as we read elsewhere, that the “ Holy 


* As Epiphanius Heres. xiv. ToMvedua Oral. xxxvii. p. 595. 
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Ghost was not yet;” (John vii. 39.) not denying the existence, 
but the plentiful effusion of it. For, whatsoever the nature of 
the Spirit of God may be thought to be, no man can conceive 
the apostle should deny his existence before Christ’s glorifi- 
cation, whose operation was so manifest at his conception. 
Howsoever, the apostle asked those ignorant disciples, ‘“‘ Unto 
what then were ye baptized?” (Acts xix. 3.) intimating, that 
if they were baptized according to the rule of Christ, they could 
not be ignorant that there is a Holy Ghost ; because the apo- 
stles were commanded to baptize “in the name of the Father, 
and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghost.” (Matt. xxviii. 19.) 
It is therefore presumed that every one who professeth the 
name of Christ, from the first baptismal institution, acknow- 
ledgeth that there is a Holy Ghost; and the only question 
consists in this, what that Holy Ghost is, in whose name we 
are baptized, and in whom, according to our baptism, we pro- 
fess in the CREED to believe. 

In order to the determination of which question, our first 
assertion is, That the Holy Ghost, described to us in the Word 
of God, and joined with the Father and the Son in the form of 
baptism, is a person. Weare all baptized in the name of the 
three, the Father, the Son, and the Holy Ghost; and the public 
confession of our faith hath relation to those three. We all 
confess that two of these, the Father and the Son, are persons: 
that which we now assert, is only this, That the Holy Ghost, 
who is of the three the third, is also a person as the other two. 
That blessed Spirit is not only an energy or operation,* not a 
quality or power, but a spiritual and intellectual subsistence. 
If we conceive it as an operation only,} then must it only 
be actuated and not act; and when it is not actuated, it must 
not be at all. If we say, that it is a quality, and not a sub- 
stance; we say that it is that, which we cannot prove to have 
any being. It seemeth to me strangely unreasonable, that men 


should be so earnest in endeavouring to prove that the Holy 


* To conclude the nature of the Holy 
Ghost, which is not so immediately ex- 
pressed in the Scriptures, it will be need- 
ful so to place our assertions, as that they 
may occur to all other misconceptions. 
Now the old notions (and more they can- 
not now have) were thus delivered by 
Gregory Nazianzen, that great divine, so 
much concerned in this subject: Tav 3 
nab? indie copay of peev Evépyesay rovro (76 
Tvevjad) vareAracov, of SéxTicpea, of OE Dedv, oF 
Se obx Eyvwoay omdregov ToUT mY’ aldot Tis ypa- 
iis, 9 pact, ovdéregey capae Inkwodons. 
Orat. xxxvii. p. 595. These were the 
three particular. and opposite opinions, 
either the Spirit is an operation, or a cre- 
ated substance, or God; the fourth is but 
a doubt or hesitation which of the three 
is true. The first of these is thus pro- 


& 


pounded by way of question: To mvetpua 
7d kytoy » Taw Had EavTd DpEerTnKdToV WavTas 
imobertov, h trav ev Extpw Semeoutvav, wy 7d 
peev oiclay naAodoww of wept radra Devo, 70 
d8 cuseCeCnxés. Ibid. Either it is subsist- 
ing in itself, as a substance; or in an- 
other, as an accident. ‘This was the first 
question then, and still is. 


+ This is the argument of the same 
father: El ev ov cup, Renney, evépysia rovro 
ay ein Ogov’ rh yap Erecav, 1 Tivos; TovTO ya~e 
MwG pradrov, Hal pevyer cvvOers nal et Evep- 
yea, evepynOnceras Sndovert, ode evegyhcet, 
ual mod TH EverynOlivat qavceras ToLUTOY 
yae hn evépysin, ldo ovv evepyei, ua. Trade 
Aéyet, nal depopiZer, nab Aumeiras, ual mapoer- 
veTas, Kal boa xivougecvou cadaig Bory, ov KiVN= 
cewg. Ibid. 
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Ghost, which sanctifieth them, is no substance, when they can- 
not be assured, that there is any thing operative in the world 
beside substantial beings; and consequently if they be not 
sanctified by that, they can be susceptible of no holiness. By 
what reason in nature can they be assured, by what revelation 
in Scripture can they be confident, that there is a reality de- 
serving the name of quality distinguished from all substance, 
and yet working real and admirable effects? If there were no 
other argument but this, that we are assured by the Christian 
faith, that there is a Holy Ghost existing ; and we cannot be 
assured, either by reason or faith, that there is a quality really 
and essentially distinguished from all substance; it would be suf- 
ficient to deter us from that boldness, to assert the Holy Ghost, 
in whose name we are baptized, to be nothing else but a quality. 

But we are not left to guess at the nature of the Spirit of 
God; the word of God which came from that Spirit, hath suffi- 
ciently delivered himas a person. It is indeed to be observed, 
that in the Scriptures there are some things spoken of the Holy 
Ghost, which are proper and peculiar to a person, as the adver- 
saries confess; others, which are not properly and primarily to 
be attributed to a person, as we cannot deny: and it might 
seem to be equally doubtful, in relation to the Scripture- 
expressions, whether the Holy Ghost were a person or no; and 
that they which deny his personality, may pretend as much 
Scripture as they which assert it. But in this seeming indiffe- 
rency, we must also observe a large diversity ; inasmuch as the 
Holy Ghost or Spirit of God, is not always taken in the same 
propriety of signification; nor do we say that the Holy Ghost, 
which signifieth a person, always signifieth so much. It is 
therefore easily conceived how some things may be attributed 
to the Spirit in the Scriptures which are not proper to a person, 
and yet the Spirit be a person, because sometimes the Spirit is 
taken for that which 1s not a person, as we acknowledge: 
whereas, if ever any thing be attributed to the Holy Ghost as 
to a person, which cannot be otherwise understood of the Spirit 
of God than as of a person, then may we infallibly conclude 
that the Holy Ghost isa person. This therefore we shall en- 
deavour fully and clearly to demonstrate; first, That the Scrip- 
tures declare unto us the Holy Ghost as a person, by such attri- 
butes and expressions as cannot be understood to be spoken of 
the Spirit of God any other way than as of a person: secondly, 
That whatsoever attributes or expressions are used in the Scrip- 
tures of the Holy Ghost, and are objected as repugnant to the 
nature of a person, either are not so repugnant as is objected ; 
or if they be, they belong unto the Spirit, as it signifieth not a 

erson. : 

First, then, The Holy Ghost, or good Spirit of God, is clearly 
and formally opposed to those evil spirits, which are and must 
be acknowledged persons of a spiritual and intellectual sub- 
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sistence: as, “The Spirit of the Lord departed from Saul, and 
an evil spirit from the Lord troubled him.” (1 Sam. xvi. 14.) 
Now, what those evil spirits from the Lord were, is apparent 
from the sad example of Ahab, concerning whom we read, 
“there came out a spirit and stood before the Lord and said, I 
will entice him; and the Lord said unto him, Wherewith? and 
he said, I will go out and be a lying spirit in the mouth of all 
his prophets; and the Lord said, Thou shalt entice him, and 
thou shalt also prevail; go out, and do even so.” (2 Chron. 
xvill. 20, 21.) From whence it is evident, that the evil spirits 
from God were certain persons, even bad angels, to which the 
one good Spirit as a person is opposed, departing from him to 
whom the other cometh. 

Again, The New Testament doth describe the Holy Ghost by 
such personal dispositions, and with such operations, as are as 
evident marks and signs of a personas any which are attributed 
to the Father or the Son, which are unquestionable persons; 
and whatsoever terms are spoken of the Spirit by way of qua- 
lity, are spoken as well of those which are acknowledged per- 
sons. We areexhorted by the apostle “not to grieve the Spirit 
of God ;” (Eph. iv. 30.) but grief is certainly a personal affec- 
tion, of which a quality is not capable. We are assured that 
the same “ Spirit maketh intercession for us with groanings 
that cannot be uttered;” (Rom. vii. 26.) and we can under- 
stand what are interceding persons, but have no apprehension 
of interceding or groaning qualities. The operations of the 
Spirit are manifest, and as manifestly personal; for he “ search- 
eth all things, yea, even the deep things of God;” (1 Cor. il. 
10.) and so he “ knoweth all things, even the things of God,” 
({bid. 11.) which can be no description of the power of God: 
he ‘‘ worketh all the spiritual gifts, dividing to every man seve- 
rally as he will,” (1 Cor. xii. 11.) in which the operation, dis- 
cretion, distribution, and all these voluntary, are sufficient de- 
monstrations of a person. He revealeth the will of God, and 
speaketh to the sons of men, in the nature and after the man- 
ner of a person; “for the Spirit said unto Peter, Behold three 
men seek thee: arise therefore and get thee down, and go with 
them, doubting nothing, for I have sent them.” (Acts x. 19.) 
And “the Holy Ghost said” unto the prophets and teachers at 
Antioch, “Separate me Barnabas and Saul for the work where- 
unto I have called them.” (Acts xiii. 2.) We cannot better 
understand the nature of the Holy Ghost than by the description 
given by Christ which sent him: and he said thus to his dis- 
ciples, “The Comforter (or the Advocate), which is the Holy 
Ghost, whom the Father will send in my name, he shall teach 
you all things ;” “he shall testify of me: and ye also shall 
bear witness.” “If I go not away, the Comforter will not 
come unto you; but if I depart, I will send him unto you. 
And when he is come, he will reprove the world,” and ‘he 
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will guide you into all truth; for he shall not speak of 
himself, but whatsoever-he shall hear, that shall he speak, and 
he shall shew you things to come; he shall glorify me, for he 
shall receive of mine, and shall shew it unto you.” (John xiv. 
26. xv. 26, 27. xvi. 7, 8.13, 14.) All which words are nothing 
else but so many descriptions of a person, a person hearing, a 
person receiving, a person testifying, a person speaking, a per- 
son reproving, a person instructing. : 
The adversaries to this truth,* acknowledging all these per- 
sonal expressions, answer that it is ordinary in the Scriptures 
to find the like expressions, which are proper unto persons, 
given unto those things which are no persons: as when the 
apostle saith, “‘ Charity suffereth long and is kind, charity en- 
vieth not, charity vaunteth not itself, is not puffed up, doth not 
behave itself unseemly, seeketh not her own, is not easily pro- 
voked, thinketh none evil, rejoiceth not in iniquity, but re- 
joiceth in the truth, beareth all things, believeth all things, 
hopeth all things, endureth all things:” (1 Cor. xiii. 4—7.) all 
which personal actions are attributed to charity, which is no 
person, as in other cases it is usual,+ but belonging to that 
person which is charitable; because that person which is so 
qualified doth perform those actions according to, and by vir- 
tue of, that charity which isin him. In the same manner, say 
they,{ personal actions are attributed to the Holy Ghost, which 
is no person, but only the virtue, power, and efficacy of God, 
the Father of our Lord Jesus Christ, because that God the 
Father is a person, and doth perform those personal actions, 


_ * The present adversaries to this truth 
are the Socinians, and their opinion was 
thus delivered by Socinus : ‘ Quod in tes- 
timoniis sacris que adversarii citant, Spi- 
ritui S. actiones tribuuntur, et ea que 
personarum sunt propria, ex hoc nihil 
concludi potest, cum aliis rebus, quas per- 
sonas non esse constat, similiter in Scri- 
pturis sacris actiones tribuantur, et ea 
que sunt propria personarum. Cujus rei 
plenissimam fidem facere potest vel locus 
ille Pauli, (1 Cor. xili.a 4 ad 8.) ubi 
perpetuo de charitate, tanquam de per- 
sona aliqua loquitur, illi permulta tribu- 
ens, que revera non nisi in personam 
cadunt.’ Faustus Socinus contra Wiekum, 
c. 10. 

+ So the Racovian Catechism doth en- 
large this answer, stating the question 
thus: ‘ Qui vero ii Scripture loci accipi- 
endi sunt, in quibus Spiritui S, actiones 
' personarum propriz, et ad Deum ipsum 
spectantes, attribuuntur?’ And returning 
this solution: ‘Ad eum modum, quo in 
Scripturis rebus id attribuatur sepenu- 
mero, quod personarum est; neque tamen 
res ille propterea persone censentur, ut 
peccato, quod deceperit, et occiderit,( Rom. 


vii. 11.) et legi quod loquatur, (Rom. iii. 
19.) et Scripture quod prospiciat et pre- 
nunciet, (Gal, ili. 18.) et Charitati quod 
sit longanimis, &c. (1 Cor. xiii. 4—7.) 
denique Spiritui, i. e. vento, quod spiret 
ubi velit.’ c. 6. Vide Socini Epistolam 3, 
ad Petrum Statorium. 

{ ‘Quod si quis dixerit, satis constare, 
Paulum eo in loco figurate loqui, et cha- 
ritatis nomine eum intelligere qui chari- 
tate est preditus, quatenus ea est pre- 
ditus: respondebo, cum Spiritus S. sit 
Spiritus Dei, certumque sit alioqui spi- 
ritum alicujus persone non posse esse 
personam ab ea, cujus est spiritus, dis- 
tinctam, non minus constare, cum Spiritui 
S. ea tribuuntur, que persone et simul 
ipsius Dei sunt propria, nihil aliud intel- 
ligendum nomine Spiritus S. esse, quam 
ipsum Deum spiritu suo, id est, virtute 
atque efficacia sua, agentem atque ope- 
rantem.’ F. Socinus, cont. Wick. c. 10. 
‘ Quoniam vero Spiritus S. virtus Dei est, 
hinc fit ut ea que Dei sunt, Spiritui S. 
attribuantur, et sub nomine Spiritus S. 
sepe Deus ipse intelligatur, quatenus 
suam virtutem Deus per spiritum suum 
exerit.’ Cutech. Racov. c. 6, 
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attributed to the Holy Ghost, by that virtue, power, and efficacy 
in himself, which is the Holy Ghost. As when we read ‘“ the 
Spirit said unto Peter, Behold three men seek thee: arise there- 
fore, and get thee down and go with them, doubting nothing ; 
for I have sent them:” (Acts x. 19, 20.) we must understand 
that God the Father was the person which spake those words, 
and which sent those men; but because he did so by that 
virtue which is the Holy Ghost, therefore the Holy Ghost is 
said to speak those words, and send those men. In the same 
manner when we read, “the Holy Ghost said” unto those at 
Antioch, ‘‘ Separate me Barnabas and Saul, for the work where- 
unto I have called them:” (Acts xiii. 2.) we must conceive it 
was God the Father who spake those words, who had called 
Barnabas and Saul, and to whom they were to be separated; 
but because God did all this by that power within him, which 
is his Spirit, therefore those words and actions are attributed 
to the Holy Ghost. ‘This is the sum of their answer; and more 
than this I conceive cannot be said in answer to that argument 
which we urge from those personal expressions attributed to 
the Spirit of God, and, as we believe, as to a person. 

But this answer is most apparently insufficient, as giving no 
satisfaction to the argument. For if all the personal actions, 
attributed in the Scriptures to the Spirit, might proceed from 
the person of God the Father, according to the power which is 
in him, then might this answer seem satisfactory: but if these 
actions be personal, as they are acknowledged, and cannot be 
denied ; if the same cannot be attributed to the person of God 
the Father, whose Spirit it is; if he cannot be said to do that 
by the power within him, which is said to be done by the 
Holy Ghost; then is that defence not to be defended, then 
must the Holy Ghost be acknowledged a person. But I shall 
clearly prove, that there are several personal attributes given 
in the sacred Scriptures expressly to the Holy Ghost, which 
cannot be ascribed to God the Father; which God the Father, 
by that. power which is in him, cannot be said to do; and con- 
sequently cannot be any ground why those attributes should 
be given to the Spirit if it be not a person. 

To make intercession is a personal action, and this action is 
attributed to the Spirit of God, “ because he maketh interces- 
sion for the saints according to the will of God.” (Rom. 
vill. 27.) But to make intercession, is not an act which can be 
attributed to God the Father, neither can he be said to inter- 
cede for us according to that power which is in him; and there- 
fore this can be no Prosopopeia; the Holy Ghost cannot be 
said to exercise the personal action of intercession, for that 
reason, because it is the Spirit of that person which intercedeth 
for us. ‘To come unto men, as being sent unto them, is a per- 
sonal action; and so the Comforter, or Advocate, who is the 
Holy Ghost, did come, being sent; “when the Comforter is 
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come whom I will send you from the Father,” (John xv. 26.) 
saith Christ: and again, “If I go not away, the Comforter will 
not come unto you; but if I depart, I wil! send him to you.” 
(John xvi. 7.) But to come unto men, as being sent, cannot 
be ascribed to God the Father who sendeth, but 1s never sent; 
especially in this particular, in which the Father is said ex- 
ressly to send, and that in the name of the Son (“ whom the 
Father will send in my name,” saith our Saviour. John xiv. 26.) 
When therefore the Holy Ghost cometh to the sons of men, as 
sent by the Father in the name of the Son, and sent by the 
Son himself, this personal action cannot be attributed to the 
Father as working by the power within him, and consequently 
cannot ground a Prosopopeeia, by which the virtue or power 
of God the Father shall be said to doit. To speak and hear 
are personal actions, and both together attributed to the Spirit, 
in such a manner as they cannot be ascribed to God the Fa- 
ther. ‘ When he (saith Christ), the Spirit of truth, is come, 
he will guide you into all truth : for he shall not speak of him- 
self: but whatsoever he shall hear, that he shall speak.” 
(John xvi. 18.) Now to speak, and not of himself, cannot be 
attributed to God the Father, who doth all things of himself ; 
to speak what he heareth, and that of the Son; to deliver what 
he receiveth from another, and to glorify him from whom he 
receiveth by receiving from him, as Christ speaketh of the 
Holy Ghost, ‘‘ He shall glorify me, for he shall receive of mine, 
and shew it to you,” (John xvi. 14.) is by no means applicable 
to the Father; and consequently it cannot be true that the 
Holy Ghost is therefore said to do these personal] actions, be- 
cause that person whose spirit the Holy Ghost is, doth those 
actions, by and according to his own power, which is the Holy 
Ghost. It remaineth therefore, that the answer given by the 
adversaries of this truth is apparently insufficient, and conse- 
quently that our argument, drawn from the personal actions 
attributed in the Scriptures to the Spirit, is sound and valid. 
I thought this discourse had fully destroyed the Socinian 
Prosopopeeia; and indeed as they ordinarily propound their 
answer, it is abundantly refuted. But I find the subtilty of 
Socinus prepared another. explication of the Prosopopeia,* 


* « Credo me satis ostendisse, Spiritum 
S. non esse personam, non magis quam 
aliz vel proprietates, vel effecta Dei, sint 
persone, cum nihil sit aliud quam pecu- 
liaris quedam virtus et efficacia Dei; 
qux si, ut ipsius Dei proprietas, et vis 
per quam agit, consideratur et accipitur, 
figure Metonymiz aut Prosopopeiz ac- 
commodatissimus est locus: et Metony- 
miz quidem, si Spiritus S$. nomine ipse 
Deus, cujus est spiritus, quique per eum 
agit, significetur; Prosopopmiz vero, ut 
quando Deus per Spiritum S. agit, ipsi 


Spiritui S. Dei actio tribuatur : sin autem 
hec virtus et efficacia Dei consideratur, 
et accipitur, ut res in quibus agit, ab ipsa 
afficiuntur, utrique isti figure similiter ap- 
tissimus est locus; quandoquidem com- 
modissime per Metonymiam is qui a Spi- 
ritu S. aliquo modo affectus quidpiam 
agit, quatenus id agit, Spiritus S. seu 
Spiritus Dei metonymice dici potest: ut 
factum est apud Paulum, cum ait (1 Cor. 
ii, 10.) Spiritum (sub. Dei) omnia seru- 
tari, etiam profunda Dei: ubi Spiritus Dei 
nomine sine dubio intellexit hominem 


et ee 
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to supply the room where he foresaw the former would not serve: 
Which double figure he groundeth upon this distinction: The 
Spirit, that is, the power of God, saith he, may be considered 
either as a propriety and power: in God, or as the things on 
which it worketh are affected with it. Ifit be considered in 
the first notion, then if any personal attribute be given to the 
Spirit, the Spirit is there taken for God, and by the Spirit God 
is signified: if it be considered in the second notion, then if 
any personal attribute be given to the Spirit, the Spirit is taken 
for that man in which it worketh ; and that man, affected with 
it, is called the Spirit of God. 

So that now we must not only shew that such things which 
are attributed to the Holy Ghost cannot be spoken of the Fa- 
ther; but we must also prove that they cannot be attributed 
unto man, in whom the Spirit worketh. from the Father: and 
this also will be very easily and evidently proved. The Holy 
Ghost is said to come unto the apostles as sent by the Father 
and the Son, and to come as so sent is a personal action, ~ 
which we have already shewn cannot be the action of the Fa- 
ther, who sent the Spirit; and it is as certain that it cannot 
be the action of an apostle who was affected with the Spirit 
which was sent, except we can say that the Father and the Son 
did send St. Peter an Advocate to St. Peter; and St. Peter, 
being sent by the Father and the Son, did come unto St. Peter. 
Again, our Saviour speaking of the Holy Ghost saith, ‘‘ He 
shall receive of mine:”’ therefore the Holy Ghost in that place 
is not taken for the Father; ‘and shew it unto you,” therefore 
he is not taken for an apostle: in that he recezveth, the first 
Socinian Prosopopeeia is improper; in that he sheweth to the 
apostle, the second is absurd. The Holy Ghost then is de- 
scribed as a person distinct from the person of the Father, 
whose power he is, and distinct from the person of the apostle 
in whom he worketh, and consequently neither of the Socinian 
figures can evacuate or enervate the doctrine of his proper and 
peculiar personality. 

Secondly, For those attributes or expressions used of the 
Holy Ghost in the sacred Scriptures, and pretended to be re- 
pugnant to the nature of a person, either they are not so repug- 
nant, or, if they be, they belong unto the Spirit, as it signifieth 
not the person, but the gifts or effects of the Spirit. They tell 
us that the Spirit is given, and that sometimes in measure, 
sometimes without measure;* that the Spirit is poured out, 


Spiritu Dei preditum, quatenus, vis. ab 
isto Spiritu afficitur. Jam per Prosopo- 
peiam ipsi Spiritui S. actionem tribui, 
que ipsius Spiritus ope ab homine fiat, 
adeo est proclive ut nihil magis.’ FP. Socin. 
in Resp. ad Wiek. c. 10. 

* <Spiritum S. non esse Deitatis Per- 
sonam hinc discere potes; primum quod 


ea que Spiritui S. in Scripturis attri- 
buuntur, nulla prorsus ratione Persone 
conveniant, ut sunt, quod detur, quod ex 
eo detur, idque aut secundum mensuram 
aut absque omni mensura, quod effundatur 
ipse et ex ipso effundatur, et quod eo po- 
tentur homines, quod augeatur, quod in 
duplo detur, in partes distribuatur, tol+ 
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‘and that men do drink of it, and are filled with it; that it is 
doubled and distributed, and something is taken from it; and 
that sometimes it is distinguished: and from thence they ga- 
ther, that the Holy Ghost is not a person, because these expres- 
sions are inconsistent with personality. But a satisfactory 
answer is easily returned to this objection. It is true, that 
God is said to have ‘‘ given the Holy Ghost to them that obey 
him ;” (Acts v. 32.) but it is as true that a person may be given: 
so we read in the prophet Isaiah, ‘‘ unto us a son is given ;” 
(Isa. ix. 6.) and we are assured that “ God so loved the world, 
that he gave his only-begotten Son,” (John iii. 16.) and cer- 
tainly the Son of God is a person. And if all the rest of the 
expressions be such as they pretend, that is, not proper to a 
person; yet do they no way prejudice the truth of our asser- 
tion, because we acknowledge the effects and operations of the 
Spirit to have in the Scriptures the name of the Spirit, who is 
the cause of these operations. And being to that Spirit, as 
the cause, we have already shewn those attributes to be given 
which can agree to nothing but a person; we therefore con- 
clude against the Socinians and the Jews, that the Holy Ghost 
is not a quality, but a person ;* which is our first assertion. 
Our second assertion is, That the Holy Ghost, in whose name 
we are baptized, and in whom we profess to believe, is not a 
created, but a divine and uncreated person. And for the proof 
of this assertion, we shall first make use of that argument which 
our adversaries have put into our hands. The Spirit of God 
which is in God is not a created person; but the Holy Ghost 
is the Spirit of God which is in God, and therefore not a 
created person. This argument is raised from those words of 
the apostle, “‘ For what man knoweth the things of a man save 
the spirit of a man which is in him ; even so the things of God 
knoweth no man, but the Spirit of God.” (1 Cor. ii. 11.) That 
this Spirit of God is the Holy Ghost, I find denied by none: that 
the same Spirit is in God, appeareth by the apostle’s discourse, 
and is granted by the Socinians :+ that it is so the Spirit of God, 


latur ipse et ex ipso tollatur; et similia in 
Scripturis exstant.’ Catech. Racov. c. 6. 
Quest. 12. 

* The opinion of the Jews was, that 
the Holy Ghost was nothing else but the 
afflatus, or energy of God; and therefore 
they which denied the substantiality of 
the Spirit were looked upon as symboliz- 
ing with the Jews in this particular. 
‘Lactantius in libris suis, et maxime in 
Epistolis ad Demetrianum, Spiritus S. 
omnino negat substantium ; et errore Ju- 
daico dicit eum vel ad Patrem referri, vel 
ad Filium, et sanctificationem utriusque 
Persone sub ejus nomine demonstrari.’ 
S. Hieron. ep. 65. al. 41. Moses Mai- 
monides sufficiently declareth the opinion 


of the Jews, who delivering the several 
significations of mi, maketh the fifth and 
sixth to be these: ‘ Quinto significat in- 
fluentiam illam intellectualem divinam a 
Deo Prophetis instillatam, cujus virtute 
prophetant. Sexto significat Propositum, 
et Voluntatem.’ And then concludes: 
*Vox hee mn quando Deo attribuitur, 
ubique sumitur partim in quinta, partim in 
sexta significatione, quatenus voluntatem 
significat.’ More Nevochim. p. 1. c. 40. 

t The Socinians, endeavouring to prove 
from this place that the Holy Ghost is 
not a person, lay the foundation of their 
argument in this, That he is the Spirit of 
God, and by nature in God, so that those 
things which are proper to the Divine na- 
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and so by nature in God that it cannot be a creature, is granted 
by the same. It followeth therefore undeniably that the Holy 
Ghost is no created person, inasmuch as that cannot be a 
created person, which hath not a created nature; and that can 
neither have nor be a created nature, which by nature is in 
God. Wherefore although it be replied by others, that it is not 
said in the text that the Spirit is in God, yet our adversaries’ 
reason overweighs their negative observation; and it availeth 
little to say that it is not expressed, which must be acknow- 
ledged to be understood. The Holy Ghost then is a person (as 
I have proved), and is not of a nature distinguished from that 
which is in God (asis confessed, and only denied to be in God, 
because it is not said so when it is implied); therefore he is no 
created person. 

Secondly, The Holy Ghost is such a one as against whom a 
sin may be committed, and when it is so, cannot be remitted. 
But if he were no person, we could not commit that sin against 
him; and if he were a created person, the sin committed 
against him could not be irremissible : therefore he is a person 
and that uncreated. The argument is grounded upon the 
words of our Saviour, ‘‘ All manner of sin and blasphemy shall 
be forgiven unto men, but the blasphemy against the Holy 
Ghost shall not be forgiven unto men. And whosoever speak- 
eth a word against the Son of man, it shall be forgiven him: 
but whosoever speaketh a word against the Holy Ghost, it shall 
not be forgiven him, neither in this world, neither in the world 
to come.” (Matt. xii. 31, 32.)* By which words it appeareth 


ture are attributed and belong to him, 
and because there is another person in the 
divine essence, and, as they say, there 


numero, nec tribus personis esse posse 
communem. Quamobrem Spiritum non 
esse Deitatis personam planum est.’ 


can be but one, therefore the Holy Ghost 
is not a person. ‘ Deinde idem (sc. Spi- 
ritum S. non esse Personam) ex eo patet, 
quod non sit extra Deum natura sed in 
ipso Deo. Nisi enim natura Deo inesset, 
non potuisset Paulus Spiritum Dei cum 
spiritu hominis qui homini inest natura 
conferre, idque eo in loco, (1 Cor. ii. 11.) 
ubi ait, Quis hominum novit que sunt ho- 
minis nisi spiritus hominis qui est in homine? 
Ita que sunt Dei nemo novit nisi Spiritus 
Dei. Quoniam vero Spiritus S.in Deo 
est, nec tamen in Spiritu S. reciproce dici 
potest esse Deum, hinc apparet Spiritum 
S. non esse Personam. Preterea cum 
superius demonstratum sit unam tantum 
esse in Deitate personam, et Spiritus S. 
sit Dei virtus, ut verba Christi ad Apo- 
stolos indicant, (Luc. xxiv. 49.) efficitur 
Spiritum S. non esse personam divinam. 
Denique si Spiritus S. esset persona, es- 
sentiam quoque divinam eum habere 
oporteret. Nam ea attribuuntur illi que 
propria sunt essentie divine: at superius 
docuimus substantiam divinam unam esse 


Catech. Racovian, c. 6. To the same pur- 
pose doth Socinus argue against Wiekus, 
that the nature of the Spirit is the nature 
of God, and that the Spirit cannot there- 
fore be a person, because there can be 
but one person in the nature of God. 
Whereas therefore independently from 
this place we have proved, that the Holy 
Spirit is a person; and from this place 
have inferred with them, that the same 
Spirit is in God, and of the Divine na- 
ture, it followeth, that he is no created 
Spirit, inasmuch as nothing in the divine 
nature can be created. 

* «Q@uomodo audent inter omnia nu- 
merare Spiritum S., quando ipse Dominus 
dixerit, Qui blasphemaverit in Filium ho- 
minis, remittetur ei ; qui autem blasphema- 
verit in Spiritum S., nec hie nec in futurum 
remittetur ei. Quomodo igitur inter crea- 
turas audet quisquam Spiritum compu- 
tare ? Aut quis sic se obligat, ut si crea- 
ture derogaverit, non putet sibi hoc ali- 
qua venia relaxandum.’ S. Ambros. de 
Spiritu S. Ll. 1. Ce ce 
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there is a sin or blasphemy against the Holy Ghost distinct 
from all other sins and blasphemies committed against God 
the Father, or the Son of God ; that this sin hath an aggrava- 
tion added unto it, beyond other sins and blasphemies: but 
if the Holy Spirit were no person, the sin could not be distinct 
from those sins which are committed against him whose Spirit 
he is; and if he were a person created, the sin could receive 
no such aggravation beyond other sins and blasphemies. 

To this they answer, that the sin against the Holy Ghost is 
not therefore unpardonable, because he is God, which is not 
to our purpose ; but they do not, cannot, shew that it can be 
unpardonable, if he were not God. It is not therefore simply, 
and for no other reason unpardonable, because that person is 
God against whom it is committed: for if so, then any sin 
committed against that person which is God, would be un- 
pardonable; which is false. But that sin, which is particularly 
called blasphemy against the Holy Spirit is a sin against God, 
and in such a manner aggravated, as makes it irremissible ; 
of which aggravation it were incapable, if the Spirit were 
not God. . 

Thirdly, Every created person was made by the Son of God 
as God, and is now put under the feet of the Son of God as 
man. But the Spirit of God was not made by the Son of God, 
nor is he now put under the feet of the Son of man. Therefore 
the Spirit of God can be no created person. “ All things were 
made by the Word, and without him was not any thing made 
that was made ;” (John i.3.) therefore every created person was 
made by the Word. God “hath put all things under the feet 
of Christ; and when he saith all things are put under him, it 
is manifest that he is excepted which did put all things under 
him :” (1 Cor. xv. 27.) and being none is excepted beside God, 
every created person must be under the feet of the Son of man. 
But the Spirit of God in the beginning, was not made, yea 
rather in the beginning made the World, as Job speaks of God, 
“« By his Spirit he hath garnished the ‘heavens :’ (Job xxvi. 
13.)* nor is he under the feet of Christ, now set down at the 


* Those which anciently did believe 
the Spirit of God to be a created person, 
did also teach that he was made by the 
Son,as “piphanius testifieth of the Arians: 
Havrt rovro diddy éotiv, Ort oeeoroyoves robs 
dyyenous b Umo TOU Tiod yeyovévar, ual yde nat 
meee TOU Tlvevpuarog Rracpnnoios nat TOAATS 
Aye uexticbar bro rod Yio. Her. xix. 
§. 52. Ariani ab Ario, in eo sunt no- 
tissimi errore, quo Patrem et Filinm et 
Spiritum §. nolunt esse unius ejusdemque 
nature, sed esse Filium creaturam, Spi- 
ritum vero 8. creaturam creature, hoc est, 
ab ipso Filio creatum volunt.’ S, August. 
Har. 49, As Eusebius: To 32 Tapenraroy 
“Aysov TIvevpea, ouTe £04, oors ioc, éaret a) 


t Tov Tlat eto éuolwo 7a Yio ual aisd thy 
yewncw elanpey, ev Of Te Tay Ud Too Yiod 
yevorrévay Tuyxdver, Orr 08 wavra & avrod 
Eyévero, wal xwpio adrod éyévero ovd: Ev. De 
Keel. Theol. 1. ili. c. 6. ‘O 88 Yidg pedvos 
aarpinn Osdrnts TeTipenpetvoo, qomTincs ay 
ein nal Snueroupyntinog Tig TAY yennTay amdy= 
TOY Cparav TE Hat doearav, al On ual aLTig 
wig ToD Wapaxdntou Tvevmaros vmdeLeage 
wevre yae St airov éyévero, ual ywplo adroD 
éyévero ovde fv. Ibid. Where it is worth 
our observation, that Eusebius citing the 
place of St. John, to prove that the Holy 
Ghost was made by the Son, leaves out 
those words twice together, by which the 
Catholics used to refute that heresy of 
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right hand of God, who with supreme authority, together with 
the Father, sent the prophets; as Isaiah testifieth, saying, 
‘* Now the Lord God and his Spirit hath sent me ;” (xlvii. 16.) 
and with the same authority, since the exaltation of our Sa- 
viour, sent forth such as were separated to himself, as appear- 
eth in the case of Barnabas and Saul, and with the same au- 
thority giveth all spiritual gifts,* “ dividing to every man se- 
verally as he will;” (1 Cor. xii. 11.) so that in the kingdom 
of Christ all things are done “by the power of the Spirit of 
God.” (Rom. xv. 19.) 

Fourthly, He, by whose operation Christ was conceived in 
the womb of the Virgin, was no created person; for by virtue 
of that conception he was called the Son of God; whereas if 
a creature had been the cause of his conception, he had been 
in that respect the son of a creature; nay, according to the 
adversaries’ principles, he had taken upon him the nature of 
angels. But the Holy Ghost it was by whose operation Christ 
was conceived in the womb of a virgin. For it was an angel 
that said to Mary (not that an angel, but that) “ the Holy 
Ghost shall come upon thee, and the power of the Highest shall 
overshadow thee; therefore also that holy thing which shall 
be born of thee, shall be called the Son of God.” (Luke i. 35.) 
Therefore the Spirit of God is no created person; which is our 
second assertion against the ancient, but newly-revived heresy 


of the Arians and Macedonians.+ 


the Arians, viz. ¢ yéyovev. All things 
which were made, were made by the Son, 
but the Holy Ghost was not amongst 
them, & yéyovey, which were made, and 
therefore was not made by the Son. 1d 
“Aytoy yae Tiveyua uticua waa uticnarés 
pacty sivas, Uae ro, Ua te Tio re wdvre 
yeyeviodat, wo erarev ih yeapny, dowviTwo Twas 
SiagmraLovres ob uadws elonres 70 purov EyovTEs, 
GAL naKaG UmovoodyTEes, ual dard pnt Td 
HANDS BlonueVOY KATA THY KONI avTwY Ua- 
voray rreQgouenvevovres? ov yap 16 Oetoy Evayyé- 
Atov wept Tou Tvevparos Espn, GAAG weet Mavroy 
THY USUTITLEVWV, OTL EL TL UTIOTOV, UA TOD 
Aéyou yeyéntat, uat vd TU Adyour Ta yae 
wevre & avrov éyévero, nal ywelo avrod 
Eyévero ovds EV, magenrewomtyng Tig avayva~ 
gems, Ever, 0 yéyovev, Wa oltw yrwoOi, or 
mivra 3, avrov eyévero, nai ywelo aro Eyé- 
vero ovds Ey. S. Epiphan. Har. \xix. §. 56. 
* Taira cravra évegyer td Ev nat 7d avrd 
Tivevpea, Statpody idia Exdorw xade Bovreras. 
Kabdo Bovarsrat puoi, ov uabas mporrarrercse 
Siatpovy, ov Ssaseovprevov’ avOevrovy, ode avdey- 
wha Umonelprevey’ Thy yae avrhy ELovgtay, hvmep 
Emaptience TH Tlarel, rairny nal re ayiw 
Tvevars avariOncw 6 Watros: xol dooree tnt 
wou Tareds puctv, ‘O 8€ @tde erry 6 Evegyay 
7h ware ey wacw ore ual emt rou aylou 
Tivedaros, Tatra of wavra, pnolv, eveeyet 10 
ev nal 7d avTd Mvetuea, Siaieody idia exdorw, 


uadag Bovrsras® evdes dmrnericpeévny ELouciay; 
ay yae h odota juia, SHAoy ual Orr h avSevtia 
polar nat ay lodrinog 4 abla, rovTwy ual f 
Suvapatg wal i eLoucia pala. S. Chrysost. de 
Sanct. Pentecost. Hom. ii. t. v. p. 10. 

+ This express notion of the Spirit of 
God, that he wasa person, as a minis- 
tering Spirit, and created, was acknow- 
ledged the doctrine of the Arians, as may 
appear out of the former testimonies, and 
is evident by those which followed his 
opinions. Which being of two kinds, the 
Anomeans, or pure Arians (such as were 
Aetius, Eunomius, and Eudoxius), and 
the Homoousians or Semi-Arians (such 
as Eusebius and Macedonius), they both 
alike denied the Divinity, and as- 
serted the creation of the Holy Ghost. 
The opinion of the Anomeans is clear out 
of the words of Eunomius, who very sub- 
tilly delivered it, as if it had been the 
opinion of the ancients: Tiv tay dyioy 
ey amacs puraccovres Udacxadiay, wag” av 
welroy airs afiauats wat rages prabdvres, 
relrov evar ual rn pices memiorevnareev. Se 
Basil, contra Eunom. |. iii. §. 1. The con- 
fession of the ancients was, that the Holy 
Ghost was the third person in the Trinity 
in order and dignity ; and Eunomius pre- 
tending to follow them, added, that he 
was also third in nature; which the an- 
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Our third assertion is that which necessarily followeth from 
the former two, that the Spirit of God, in whose name we are 
baptized, and in whom we profess to believe, is properly and 
truly God. For if he be a person, as we have proved in the 
declaration of our first assertion ; if he bea person not created, 
as we have demonstrated in the corroboration of the second 
assertion: then must he of necessity be acknowledged to be 
God, because there is no uncreated essence beside the essence 
of the one eternal God. And there is this great felicity in the 
laying of this third assertion, that it is not proved only by the 
two precedent assertions, but also by the adversaries of them 
both. He which denies the first, that is, the Socinian, affirms 
that the Spirit of God is in God, and is the eternal and omni- 
potent power of God; he which denies the second, that is, 
the Macedonian, asserts that he is a person of an intellectual 
nature subsisting; but whatsoever is a person subsisting of 


cients never taught. And what this third 
in nature was, he thus declared: Teiroy 
rales nal pucet, WeorTAyUart psy Tov Ilareds, 
evepyeia SE TOD Tied yevdpevovy reitn yxwen 
TUAG[AEVOY, GIG MWeHTOV Kat pLErCov amayray, 
Hat pedvoy ToLovToy TOD fLovoyEoUS mubniLd, 
Sedrnrog ual Inpetoueytntig uvaprews aqrorss- 
woevov, Ibid. §. 5. And again: “Edy 
Bi uricpa éoriy, odnody yérne 2) dyéewnroy 
Big O8 ayaeyos @edg nab dyévnros: oUTE poly 
yen? AEiweTas ovv uTicma xal going 
ard svoralecbat. Ibid. §.6. So Gregory 
Nyssen repeats the words of the same 
Eunomius : Mieredopev elo tov TapduaAnrov 
VEVOLAEVOY ATFD TOU frdvou @Eov dice Tov rrovoyevous, 
and declares that their ordinary language 
Was dyti ToD ayiov Tveduaros uticna xti- 
cuaros wat Eeyov Eeyou ovoudew. Orat. 1. 
cont. Eunom. p. 485—7. Besides these, 
the Semi-Arians, and some of those 
which were orthodox as to the Divinity 
of the Son, were of the same heresy as 
to the nature of the Holy Ghost, and 
therefore were called Tvevxaroundayo: (as 
Epiphanius derives them in the descrip- 
tion of that heresy, d@d “Huiageiov nat 
amd “OebodiZwv, Har. Ixxiv. §. 1.), and 
afterward Macedoniani. ‘¢ Macedoniani 
sunt a Macedonio Constantinopolitane 
Ecclesie Episcopo, quos et Ilvevyaro- 
paxoug Greci dicunt, eo quod de Spiritu 
S. litigent. Nam de Patre et Filio recte 
sentiunt, quod unius sint ejusdemque sub- 
stantie vel essentiz, sed de Spiritu S. 
hoc nolunt credere, creaturam eum esse 
dicentes.’ S. August. Heres. 52. This 
heresy was first condemned by the Coun- 
cil of Alexandria: "EvSa +3 “Aysoy Ivete 
Seoroyncavres, Tn dprooveiw rpiad. cuvave- 
AapeBavovro. Socrat. |. ili. c. 7. After- 
ward, by the Council held in Ilyricum : 
"Hycis 8€ ppovotprey wg nat af Tovedo vvn vs 


uard ‘Papany nat 4h xara TaddAbav, poiav elves 
nal Thy avTiv ovciay Tod Tlargds, nal Tov Tiod, 
ual Fou aylou TIveduarog tv retot meorwrross, 
TOUTETTW ev Teel TEAELaLG DMT Traces. Apud. 
Theodoret. Hist. Eccl. |. iv. c. 8. The 
Synod held at Rome with the Gallican 
bishops under Damasus: “Qere tov Marépe 
ual rov Tidy paras otirlag, sag Sedrnrog, pusag 
ApETIc, parcig Suvaprews, ual Evde yapaxrheos 
MioreverTar yon, ual the atic ba@orracews 
nat oiclag wal 7d veda 1d ayo. Apud 
Theodoret. |. ii. c. 22. Another Synod 
held under the same Damasus at Rome: 
Ei wig elaros 70 [Ivete Td hytoy @oinua h Suc 
Tow Yiod yeyeviodat, dvadena totw. Apud, 
Theodoret. 1, v. c. 11. After and upon 
these particular Synods this heresy was 
fully condemned in the second general 
Council held at Constantinople, in which 
these words were added to the Nicene 
Creed : Kat els 70 Tivedpea 7 wyioy, vo KdpLOY, 
7d Comoro, TO Ex Tov Tlatpog Exmogevomeevoy, 
nal ody Tlarel unt Tis cupemeornuvouprevov, 7d 
Aadiizay da rav weopnray. And in the first 
Canon mentioning the heresy condemned 
expressly by the Council, they name: 
idinaig viv Tav Edyvomuavav, elroy “Avopcoswr, 
nab viv Tay “Ageiavay, elrovv Evdefiavay, nat 
Thy Tay Hutagesavay, you TMveuzaroudyaw. 
And thus the heresy of Macedonius, 
who made the Holy Ghost a created per- — 
son, was condemned by the second ge- 
neral Council; Odro0g 3% ody 6 tepopavrng 
000g Maxedivicy tive, Tov Kwvoravrwvemonews 
Seivey dpmayn wards Womnrdprtyov, Ort Td 
mavayrov xat Cwaoyinoy edurpiyrer IIvetpece, 
edStvac édinatov Sovves* wo xal”Agerog xara — 
TU Yiov, rm val aitog vata Mavaryiou 
Tagararrowevos Ivevpeatos, eig Sovrdous xat 
umngérag thy Serworiniw xal vmrecuetpeemny 


 abvrod cuvérarre uvedrnta, Photius, Epist.i, 


§. 10. 
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eternal and omnipotent power, must be acknowledged to be 
God. Whether therefore we look upon the truth of our as- 
sertions, or whether we consider the happiness of their nega- 
tions, the conclusion is, that the Holy Ghost is God. 

But were there nothing, which is already said, demonstrated, 
there is enough written in the Word of God to assure us of the 
Deity of the Holy Ghost, to make us undoubtedly believe that 
the Spirit of God is God. It is written by Moses, that ‘“‘ when 
he went in before the Lord to speak with him, he took the veil 
off, until he came out.” (Exod. xxxiv. 34.) And that Lord, 
with whom Moses spake, was the one Jehovah, the God of 
heaven and earth. But we are assured that the Spirit was and 
is that Lord to which Moses spake ; for the apostle hath taught. 
us so much by his own interpretation, saying, ‘‘ Even unto 
this day, when Moses is read, the veil is upon their heart. 
Nevertheless, when it shall turn to the Lord, the veil shall be 
taken away. Now the Lord is that Spirit.” (2 Cor. iii. 16—17.) 
The Spirit is here so plainly said to be the Lord, that is, Je- 
hovah, the one eternal God, that the adversaries of this truth 
must either deny that the Lord is here to be taken for God, or, 
that the Spirit is to be taken for the Spirit of God: either of 
which denials must seem very strange to any person, who con- 
sidereth the force and plainness of the apostle’s discourse. 

But indeed they are so ready to deny any thing, that they 
will by no means acknowledge either the one or the other: 
but the Lord must be something which is not God, and the 
Spirit must be something which is not the Spirit of God: and 
then they conclude the argument is of no force, and may as 
well conclude the apostle’s interpretation hath no sense. The 
Lord, they say, is Christ, and not God; for Christ, they say, 
is not God: the Spirit, they say, is the mystery of the Law, or 
the hidden sense of it, and that every one knows is not the 
Spirit of God. But we are assured that the apostle did mean 
by the Spirit, the Spirit of God, not the sense of the Law; for 
he addeth immediately, “ Where the Spirit of the Lord is, there 
is liberty ;” and the sense of the Law 1s never called the Spirit 
of the Lord. Nay, were it not that the coherence of the dis- 
course did satisfy us; yet the objection ought not at all to 
move us: for the name of Spirit, in those places mentioned by 
them to signify the sense of the Law, hath no affinity with this, 
according to their own way of argumentation: for it 1s never 
so taken with the emphasis of an article,* and put in the place 


* The places alleged by them are 
these: MWeeiroui xagdag ev TIvevpatt, ov 
yedppratt. Rom. ii. 29. “are dSovdsver 
inynds by nawornts mvevpeatos, al ov WaAaio- 
ants yedupartos. Rom. vii. 6. “Hig xarct~ 
TH TVEvpATINDs Bodog nat Alyumros. Rev. 
xi. 8. One of these places speaks only 
adverbially, the other two have mvevjpa in 


obliquo ; and one of those two have it cum 
adjuncto, both of them cum opposite, none 
of them cum articulo, none of them are in 
loco subjecti, or predicati; and therefore 
how any of these can shew, that 0 BYEU pace 
in this place by us urged, invested with 
an article, standing in the place either of 
a complete subject, or a complete predi- 
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either of an entire subject or a predicate in a proposition, ex- 
cept by way of opposition; and one of those it must of ne- 
cessity be, in the words of the apostle, “ now the Lord is the 
Spirit,” and that without the least intimation of any opposition. 

Again, we are assured that by the Lord the apostle did un- 
derstand the eternal God; for he speaketh of the same Lord 
which he mentioned in the verse before, and that is the Lord 
God spoken of in the Book of Exodus; of which except the 
apostle speaks, his argument hath neither inference nor cohe- 
rence. In vain therefore is this pretended for an answer, that 
the apostle by the Lord doth always, unless he cite some place 
out of the old Covenant, understand Christ; for in this parti- 
cular he citeth a certain place out of the Book of Exodus,* 
and useth the name of the Lord in the same notion in which 
there it is used, framing an argument and urging it from thence; 
and if he did not, that rule is not so universal and infallible,+ 
but that the Lord in the language of the same apostle may not 
signify the second, but the first or third person of the Trinity. 
If then the Lord be the eternal God, as the apostle without 
any question understood him in Moses; if the Spirit be the 


cate, with nothing adjoined, nothing op- _certain and universal. ForI desire to 
posed unto it, must be taken in the same _—_ know by what means they can be assured 
sense with them, I cannot imagine. In that the apostle doth by the title ¢ Kugtog 
the sixth verse of this chapter (2Cor. iii.) | intend Christ, and not the most high God 
indeed it, is the subject of a proposition, the Father, in these following places: 
and invested with an article; but thatis 1 Cor. iil. 5. iv. 19. vii. 10.12. xvi. 7. 
an article of opposition: Td yap yedumsa 1 Thess.iv. 6. v.27. 2 Thess. iii. 1. 5.16, 
bmonreiver, Td 92 mvedua Cworoer and this 2% Tim.i. 16.18. ii. 7. And beside, I 
not. Howsoever, in that sense objected, ask how the pretence of this general rule 
it neither agrees with the words before , can be properly objected by those who 
it, nor with those which follow it. know that they, to whom they do object 

* The words in Exodus were these, this rule, have contended that this title 
xxxiv. 34. ‘Hvlua 9é ay eloemopedero Mawiiciig is elsewhere attributed to the Holy Ghost. 
dvayrt Kupiu Aadgiy aire, mweginesiro 7) ud- As St. Basil upon that place, 2 Thess. 
Avsee* which are thus made use of by ii. 5. ‘O 88 Kigios xarevSivar ima rag 
the apostle: ivina 3 ay emiorptln meog xagdiag elo tiv dydany rod Osot, ual elo riv 
Kupiov, megiasceirar TO xdduaua. Kupiog vmomoviv Tov Xeiorov, thus disputes: Tig 6 
then is here used by St. Paul citing some  xarevOvvav Kugiog ele viv rod Oot dydany, 
place out of the old covenant, and the xal ig viv brie ray Satlewv rod Xpiorrod 
words which follow, ‘O S& Kueiws, signify  dmepovhy ; dsronpivdcOwoay iat ot +d Tvedee 
the same Kugtog, as appeareth by the con- xaradovdrcimeevor. Elre yap meépt rod Taredg 
junction é: and ifso, then according to 6 Adyoc, mravrwe ay elonto, 6 82 Kupiog dmeag 
the doctrine of our adversaries, it cannot ~ xarevSuvas elo Tiv EauTod dydany Eire greet 
signify Christ. For that the Lord of rod Yiot, mgoréusiro ay, cig tiv Eavtod varo- 
whom Moses spake, wasthen when Moses = provi’ Cnreirwcay ovy Ti ori dAdo Mpscmmroy, 
wrote ; but that Christ of which they in- 0 7% meocnyopian rod Kuglou timactar afsov, 
terpret it, was not then, as they teach; And upon the like place, 1 Thess. iii. 
therefore that Lord cannot be Christ, in 12,13. Totoy Kupsov evxeras EmeorSev Tov 


+ 


their interpretation, without a contradic- sod xai Taredc hay ty ri gragovsia ToD 
tion. : Kuelou nay, d&rteerrroug Tag xapdiag tornet~ 


+ For though Christ be most frequently  yyeévag tv dyswodvn rev fy Oeroarovinn m- 
called our Lord, yet being God the Father ocrav ornglfar; “AmougivdcSacav nyuty ot 
of Christ is our Lord, being 6 Kugiog is fuera ray AgtroupyiMdy qrevUdtoOY Tav mEds 
often used by St. Paul without any re- Ssaxoviay amorrerdAoévov (the newly-re- 
striction or intimation of appropriating vived opinion clearly) +d ayiov Tvetua vt 
that act unto the Son, which is attributed  Sévregr ann’ odn Exours. De Spiritu Sancte, 
to the Lord by him, the rule cannot be  c. 21. 
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Spirit of the Lord, as the apostle expounds himself in the words 
immediately following; then the Spirit of the Lord is the 
eternal God, and so termed in the Scriptures. 

Again, the same Scriptures do clearly manifest the same 
Spirit to be God, and term him plainly and expressly so. For 
when Peter said, “ Ananias, why hath Satan filled thine heart 
to lie to the Holy Ghost?” (Acts v. 3.) he repeateth the same 
question in reference to the same offence, “‘ Why hast thou 
conceived this thing in thine heart? thou hast not lied unto 
men, but unto God.” (Ibid. 4.) To he unto the Holy Ghost, is 
to.lie unto God: to le unto the Holy Ghost, is not to lie unto 
men, because the Holy Ghost is not man: and consequently 
not to lie unto any angel, because the Holy Ghost is not an 
angel; not to lie unto any creature, because the Holy Ghost 
is no creature; but to lie unto God, because the Holy Ghost 
is God. 

To this plain and evident argument there are so many an- 
swers, that the very multitude discovers the weakness of them. 
all; for if any one of them were sufficient to bear down the 
force of our reason, the rest would be superfluous. First, They. 
answer that it cannot be collected from hence that the Spirit 
is God, because the Holy Ghost in the original is put in one 
case;* and God in another; and the apostle speaking in one 
manner of the Spirit, and in another of God, cannot shew that 
the Spirit is God. To which is easily answered, that the case 
or manner of the apostle’s speech can make no difference, if 
the sense and substance be the same, as here it is; for to de- 
ceive the Holy Ghost, is nothing else but to lie unto him, or 
by a lie to endeavour to deceive him. The act objected to 
Ananias was but one, which act of his the apostles looked 
upon as injurious, not to themselves, but to the Holy Ghost ; 
and therefore St. Peter shewed the sin to be not against men, 
but against God: as certainly then as the apostles were men, 
so certainly was the Holy Ghost, in the esteem of St. Peter, 
God. 

As for that sense which they put upon the words, different 
from that of lying to God, as if Ananias were accused for 
‘counterfeiting the Holy Ghost,’ it is most certain that the 
words can in this place bear no such sense; for the sin of 
Ananias is again expressed in the case of his wife Sapphira, 
to whom St. Peter said, ‘‘ How is it that ye have agreed toge- 
ther to tempt the Spirit of the Lord?” (Ibid.9.) But to tempt 
the Spirit, and to counterfeit the Spirit, are two several things ; 
and it is evident that in this place the tempting of the Spirit 
was nothing else but lying to him: for St. Peter said to Sap- 


* «Ex his facile apparet haudquaquam ex eo loco concludi posse Spiritum S. esse 
Deum; cum alio modo de Spiritu S. loquatur Petrus, alio de Deo. Illic dicit mentiri 
seu fallere, ac ludificari Spiritum S., hic mentiri Deo,’ Crellius, De uno Deo Patre, 1. i. 
§. 3. Argum. 1. 
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phira, “Tell me whether ye sold the land for so much? and 
she said, Yea, for so much.” (Ibid. 8.) In which answer she 
hed. ‘Then Peter said unto her, How. is it that ye have 
agreed together to tempt the Spirit of the Lord?” viz. in say- 
ing that ye sold the land for so much. Here is no colour then 
for that new pretence, that Ananias did bear the apostles in 
hand that what was done, he did by the motion of the Holy 
Spirit, and so did pretend, counterfeit, and belie the Holy 
Ghost. This is not to expound St. Peter, but to belie Ananias, 
and make him guilty of that sin, which he was never yet ac- 
cused of. It is most certain that he lied; itis also certain that 
he to whom he lied was the Holy Ghost ; and therefore it might 
be well translated, that he led to the Holy Ghost.* 

Next, Because they may very well be conscious that this 
verbal or phraseological answer may not seem sufficient, they 
tell us, though both the phrases were synonymous, yet they 
did no way prove that the Spiritis God: and the reason which 
they render to justify this negation, is, because there are se- 
veral places of the Scripture, in which the messengers of God, 
who are acknowledged not to be God, are mentioned in the 
same relation unto God as here the Spirit is. To which the 
answer is most plain and clear, that there is no creature ever 
mentioned in the same manner as the Holy Ghost is here. As 
when they allege those words of the apostle, ‘‘ He therefore 
that despiseth, despiseth not man but God, who hath also 
given us his Holy Spirit;” (1 Thess. iv. 8.) I cannot see what 
similitude can be made unto the Scripture now in question; 
for if the Spirit be not understood in the first words, “ he there- 
fore that despiseth,” it hath no relation to the present ques- 
tion; and if it be, it were so far from being a confutation, that 
it would be another confirmation. As for the other, ‘‘ He that 
heareth you, heareth me; he that despiseth you, despiseth 
me; and he that despiseth me, despiseth him that sent me:” 
(Matt. x. 40. Luke x. 16.) it is so far from justifying their in- 
terpretation, that it hath nothing in it like that which founds 


* Our translation is here accused with- 
out reason. For though the original be, 
adeisacSar 7d mveda TO ayy, yet some 
copies have it ei¢ +0 mvevua, and the Sy- 
riac did so read and interpret it, 5)7N7 
nwTpt xm. the Vulgar Latin to the 
same purpose, mentiri te Spiritui S. And 
the author of the Tractate De Temp. Bar- 
barico, under the name of St. Augustin, 
mentiri te apud Spiritum S.c.3. Now 
JedSerSar tig Tro mvedma is the same with 
TH mvevpuart, as poi Levderde sig ddAnAoUS, 
lie not one to another. Col. iii. 9. lf we 
read it ei wvedee, then it is rightly trans- 


lated. Again, if we read it +0 mvedua, it 


has in this case the sense of 7# mvevuatt, 


As Psal. Ixv. 2. Jax 9 wma LXX. 


Jevoovral ot of ExSeot cov, of the same 
sense with that Psal. Ixxxi. 16. *xwna 
own mn LXX. Of éxSpel Kupiou eped- 
cavro ava. So Deut. xxxili. 29. wna 
J> pax LXX. Kai Ledcovral ce of Ex boot 
gov. And Isa, Ivii. 11. "31D 8D ual ELetom 
we. 2 Kings iv. 16. Jnmdw3 319 ox mi 
Sialedion viy SovAny cov. If therefore we 
read it fevcarSa: 7d med, it is rightly 
translated to lie unto the Holy Ghost ; and 
so agreeth with that which followeth to 
tempt the Holy Ghost, as Psal. Ixxviii. 36. 
Tn yAdcon adtav ebedcavro aire, and 
verse 41. éicrpepay nal emeieacay tov 
@zv. Therefore whatsoever shifts are 
laid upon the phrase, or difference of ex- 
pression, are either false or frivolous. 
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our reason, that is, no opposition. For there are three parti- 
culars in that Scripture, which we produce for our assertion; 
first, That they lied to the Holy Ghost ; secondly, That in doing 
so, they lied not unto men; and thirdly, That by the same act 
they lied unto God. In which the opposition is our founda- 
tion. For, if the Spirit of God were not God, as we are sure 
it is not man, it might as well have been said, You lied not 
unto the Holy Ghost, but unto God. And indeed if the apostle 
would have aggravated the sin of Ananias with the full pro- 
priety and iniquity, in their sense, he must have said, Thou 
hast not lied unto men, nor unto the Spirit of God, but unto 
God. But being he first told him plainly his sin, lying to the 
Holy Ghost ; and then let him know the sinfulness of it, thou 
hast not lied unto men, but unto God;” it is evident that the 
Holy Ghost to whom he lied, is God. 

Thirdly, That person whose inhabitation maketh a temple, 
is God, for if the notion of a temple be nothing else but to be 
the house of God, if to be the house of any creature is not to 
be a temple, as it is not; then no inhabitation of any created 
person can make a temple. But the inhabitation of the Holy 
Ghost maketh a temple, as we are informed by the apostle: 
“What, know ye not that your body is the temple of the Holy 
Ghost which is in you?” (1 Cor. vi. 19.) Therefore the Holy 
Ghost is God. 

To this is replied differently according to the diversity of 
our adversaries; as it is not probable that the deniers of so 
great a truth should agree. ‘The first tells us, that if we would 
enforce by this reason, that the Holy Ghost is God, we must 
prove that he is a person,* and that he doth possess our bodies 
by a divine right. But we have already proved that he is a 
person, and certainly there can be no other right but that 
which belongs to God, by which the Holy Ghost inhabiteth 
and possesseth us. Nor have they any pretence to evince the 
contrary, but that which more confirmeth our assertion; for 
they urge only those words of the apostle, ‘“‘ Know ye not, 
that ye are the temple of God, and that the Spirit of God 
dwelleth in you?” (1 Cor. iii. 16.) We do certainly know that 
we are the temple of God; and we also know that the 
Spirit of God therefore dwelleth in us; and we therefore know 
that we are the temple of God, because we know that the 
Spirit of God dwelleth in us; and we know no other reason 
why we are the temple of God, when the Spirit of God dwelleth 
in us, but only because we know the Spirit of God is God; 
for if the Spirit were any other person not divine, or any thing 


* <Si quis ex eo, quod corpus nostrum —cujus _honori corpus nostrum sit dedica- 
Spiritus S. templum sit, concludere velit, tum, a qua corpus nostrum eo jure quod 
eum esse Deum; illidemonstrandum est, divini numinis proprium est possideatur, 
ita corpus nostrum Spiritus 8. templum et principaliter incolatur.’ Crell, De uno 
dici, ut intelligatur eum esse personam, Deo Paire, |, 1. §. 3. arg. 1. 
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but a person though divine, we could not by any means be as- 
sured, that he did properly inhabit in us; or if he did, that by 
his inhabitation he could make a temple of us. The second 
hath very little to say, but only this, that being the Holy Ghost 
who possesseth us is a person, we must shew that our bodies 
are his by the highest interest, and primarily dedicated to his 
honour; which he therefore conceives we cannot shew, because 
he thinks our body is not at all his by interest, or dedicated to 
his honour. But it were very strange, if we should be bap- 
tized in the name of the Holy Ghost, and that the Holy Ghost 
should have no interest in us, but that he should be ours by 
interest, and not we his; that the Spirit of God should call for 
men to be separated to himself, and that they which are so 
separated should be no way dedicated to his honour. If the 
Holy Ghost had no interest in us, because he is given unto us, 
then Christ can have no interest in us, for he is also given 
unto us. Indeed if the apostle had said, as our adversary 
doth, that ‘we ought with our body to glorify, not the Spirit, 
but God; I should have concluded that the Spirit is not God: 
but being that the blessed Spirit which dwelleth in us, and 
spake by the apostles, never taught us not to glorify him, I 
shall rather take leave to suspect that of blasphemy, than the 
assertion of his Deity to be false divinity. And whereas it is 
said, that, ‘the apostle hath hinted in what respect our body is 
the temple of the Holy Spirit, to wit, by inhabitation;’ that is 
so far from breeding in me the least thought of diminution, 
that by this only notion [ am fully confirmed in the belief of 
my assertion. For I know no other way by which God pecu- 
liarly inhabiteth in us, but by the inhabitation of the Spirit: 
and I understand no other way, by which we can be the temple 
of God, but by the inhabitation of God; as it is written, ‘‘ Ye 
are the temple of the living God, as God hath said, I will dwell 
in them, and walk in them, and I will be their God, and they 
shall be my people:” (1 Cor. vi. 16.) and therefore I conclude 
that the Holy Ghost, who by his inhabitation maketh our bodies 
temples, is that God which dwelleth in us. 

Fourthly, He, to whom the divine attributes do belong as 
certainly as they belong unto God the Father, is truly and 
properly God; because those are divine attributes, which are 
properties of the divine nature, and consequently none can 
be endued with them, to whom the nature of God belongeth 
not. But the divine attributes, such as are omniscience, omni- 
potence, omnipresence, and the like, do belong as certainly 
unto the Holy Ghost as they do unto God the Father: there- 
fore we are as much assured that the Holy Ghost is God. The 
Scriptures to prove these attributes are so well known, that I 
shall not need to mention them; and they are so many, that to 
manage them against the exceptions of the adversaries, would 
take up too much room in this discourse; especially consider- 
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ing they question some of them in the Father as well as m the 
Spirit, and so I should be forced to a double proof. 

Fifthly, He, to whom are attributed those works which are 
proper unto God, by and for which God doth require of us to 
acknowledge and worship him as God, is properly and truly 
God: because the operations of all things flow from that essence 
by which they are; and therefore if the operations be truly 
divine, that is, such as can be produced by no other but God, 
then must the essence of that person which produceth them be 
truly such. But such works as are proper unto God, by and 
for which God hath required us to acknowledge him and wor- 
ship him as God, are attributed often in the Scriptures to the 
Spirit of God, as the acts of creation and conservation of all 
things, the miracles wrought upon and by our blessed Saviour, 
the works of grace and power wrought in the hearts of true 
believers, and the like.. Therefore, without any farther dispu- 
tation, which cannot be both long and proper for an exposition, 
I conclude my third assertion, that the Holy Ghost, or Spirit of 
oe is a person truly and properly divine, the true and. living” 

od. 

Now being we do firmly believe, that the true and living God 
can be but one, that the infinity of the divine essence is inca- 
pable of multiplicity; being we have already shewn that the 
Father is originally that one God, which is denied by none; 
and have also proved, that the only Son is. the same God, re- 
celving by an eternal generation the same divine nature from 
the Father: it will also be necessary, for the understanding of 
the nature of the Spirit of God, to shew how that blessed Spirit 
is God: to which purpose, that I may proceed methodically, 
my fourth assertion is, That the Spirit of God, which is the 
true and living God, is neither God the Father, nor the Son of 
God. 

First, Though the Father be undoubtedly God, though the- 
Holy Ghost be also God, and (because there cannot be two 
Gods) the same God; yet the Holy Ghost is not the Father: 
for the Scriptures do as certainly distinguish them in their 
persons, as they do unite them in their nature. He which pro- 
ceedeth from the Father is not the Father, because it is impos- 
sible any person should proceed from himself: but the Holy 
Ghost ‘‘ proceedeth from the Father :” (John xv. 26.) therefore 
he is not the Father. He which is sent by the Father, and 
from the Father, is not the Father, by whom and from whom 
he is sent; for no person can be sent by himself, and by 
another from himself: but the Holy Ghost is sent by God the 
Father, and by the Son “ from the Father ;” (Ibid.) therefore 
he is not the Father. f 

Secondly, Though we have formerly proved, that the Son of 
God is properly and truly God; though we now have proved, 
that the Spirit of God is God, and in reference to both we un- 
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derstand the same God; yet the Holy Ghost is not the Son: 
for he which receiveth of that which is the Son’s, and by re- 
- ceiving of it glorifieth the Son, cannot be the Son, because no 
personcan be said to receive from himself that which is his own, 
and to glorify himself by so receiving; ‘‘but the Comforter, 
which is the Holy Ghost,” (John xiv. 26.) receiveth of that 
which is the Son’s, and by receiving of it glorifieth the Son; 
for so our Saviour expressly said, “‘ He shall glorify me, for he 
shall receive of mine :” (John xvi. 14.) therefore the Holy Ghost 
isnot the Son. Again, he whose coming depended upon the 
Son’s departing, and his sending after his departure, cannot be 
the Son, who therefore departed that he might send him. But 
the coming of the Holy Ghost depended upon the Son’s de- 
parting, and his sending after his departure: as he told the 
apostles before he departed, ‘‘I tell you the truth, it is expe- 
dient for you that I go away; for if I go not away, the Com- 
forter will not come unto you; but if I depart, I will send him 
unto you:” (Ibid. 7.) therefore the Holy Ghost is not the Son. 

Thirdly, Though the Father be God, and the Son be God, 
and the Holy Ghost be also the same God, yet we are assured 
that the Holy Ghost is neither the Father nor the Son; because 
the Scriptures frequently represent him as distinguished both 
from the Father and the Son. As, when “ the Spirit of God 
descended like a dove, and lo, a voice from heaven, saying, This 
is my beloved Son, in whom I am well pleased,” (Matt. ii. 16.) 
he was manifestly distinguished from the person of the Son, 
upon whom he lighted, and from the person of the Father, who 
spake from heaven of his Son. The apostle teaches us, that 
“through the Son we have an access by one Spirit unto the 
Father,” (Eph, ii. 18.) and consequently assureth us, that the 
Spirit by whom, is not the Father to whom, nor the Son through 
whom, we have that access. So “‘ God sent forth his Son, that 
we might receive the adoption of sons :” and ‘‘ because we are 
sons, God hath sent forth the Spirit of his Son into our hearts, 
crying, Abba, Father.” (Gal. iv. 4—6.) Where the Son is dis- 
tinguished from the Father as first sent by him, and the Spirit 
of the Son is distinguished both from the Father and the Son, 
as sent by the Father after he had sent the Son. And this our 
Saviour hath taught us several times in his word, as, “The 
Comforter whom the Father will send in my name;” “The 
Comforter whom I will send unto you from the Father;” (John 
xiv. 26. xv. 26.) and when that Comforter is come, “ Go, teach 
all nations, baptizing them in the name of the Father, and of 
the Son, and of the Holy Ghost.” (Matt. xxviii. 19.) I con- 
clude therefore against the old Sabellian heresy,* that the 


* This heresy was very ancient, even opinion of Praxeas, against whom Tertul- 
before Sabellius, though those which held lian wrote; who being urged with that 
it were afterwards all so denominated place, where the three persons were dis- 
from Sabellius. For we find it was the tinguished, “‘ The Holy Ghost shall come 
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Holy Ghost, although he be truly.and properly God, is neither 
God the Father, nor God the Son, which is my fourth assertion. 
«Our fifth assertion is, That the Holy Ghost is the third per- 
son in the blessed Trinity. For being he is a person, by our 
first assertion ; a person not created, by the second; but a 
divine person, properly and truly God, by the third; being 
though he is thus truly God, he is neither the Father nor the 
Son, by the fourth assertion it followeth that he is one of the 
three ; and of the three is the third. For as there is a number 
in the Trinity, by which the persons are neither more nor less 
than three; so there is also an order, by which, of these per- 
sons, the Father is the first, the Son the second, and the Holy 
Ghost the third. Nor is this order arbitrary or external, but 
internal and necessary, by virtue of a subordination of the 
second unto the first, and of the third unto the first and second. 
The Godhead was communicated from the Father to the Son, 
not from the Son unto the Father; though therefore this were 
done from all eternity, and so there can be no priority of time, 
yet there must be acknowledged a priority of order, by which 
the Father, not the Son, is first, and the Son, not the Father, 
second, Again, the same Godhead was communicated by the 
Father and the Son unto the Holy Ghost, not by the Holy Ghost 
to the Father or the Son; though therefore this was also done 
from all eternity, and therefore can admit of no priority in re- 
ference to time; yet that of order must be here observed ; so 
that the Spirit receiving the Godhead from the Father who is 
the first person, cannot be the first ; receiving the same from 
the Son, who is the second, cannot be the second; but being 
from the first and second must be of the three the third. And 
thus both the number and the order of the persons.are signified 
together by the apostle, saying, ‘‘ There are three that bear 
record in heaven, the Father, the Word, and the Holy Ghost, 
and these three are one.” (1 John v. 7.) And though they are 
not expressly said to be three, yet the same number is sufli- 
ciently declared, and the same order is expressly mentioned, 
in the baptismal institution made “in the name of the Father, 
and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghost.” As therefore we have 


ro > “ ~~ 9 
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upon thee, and the power of the Highest 
ciag. S. Epiphan. Her. Ixii. §.1. From 


shall overshadow thee; therefore that 


which is born of'thee, shall be called the 
Son of God,” answereth thus: ‘ Filins 
Dei Deus est, et virtus altissimi altis- 
simus est.’ c. 26. After Praxeas followed 
Noétus: povoriaws roy adrdv Maveea, ual 
Yity, ual dytov Mvevpue hynodmcevog, S. Epi- 
phan. Har. lvii. §. 2. ‘ Noétiani a quodam 
Noéto, qui docebat Christum eundem ip- 
sum esse Patrem et Spiritum 8.’ S. Au- 
gust. Her. 36. Suddenly after Noétus 
arose Sabellius: Aoyari£er 38 otrus, xat 
of aw adrvod Zabearsavol, Tov avrdv erves 
Tlaréen, viv abrdv Tidy, Tov avrdv Elves &yoy 


him afterwards were all which held the 
same opinion, called Sabellians : ‘ Sabel- 
liani ab illo Noéto, quem supra memora- 
vimus, defluxisse dicuntur. Nam et dis- 
cipulum ejus quidam perhibent fuisse Sa- 
bellium. Sed qua causa duas Hereses 
Epiphanius computet, nescio; cum fieri 
potuisse videamus, ut fuerit Sabellius iste 
famosior, et ideo ex illo celebrius hec 
Heresis nomen acceperit. Noétiani enim 
difficillime ab aliquo sciuntur ; Sabelliani 
autem sunt in ore multorum.’ S. August. 
Her, 41. 


I BELIEVE IN THE HOLY GHOST. 483 


formerly proved the Son to be truly the second person, and at 
the same time the Father to be first, so doth this which we 
have (but briefly) spoken, prove that the Holy Ghost is the 
third ;* which is our fifth assertion. . 

Our sixth and last assertion (sufficient to manifest the nature 
of the Holy Ghost, as he is the Spirit of God) teacheth that 
Spirit to be a person proceeding from the Father and the Son. 
From whence at last we have a clear description of the blessed 
Spirit, that he is the most high and eternal God, of the same 
nature, attributes, and operations, with the Father and the Son, 
as receiving the same essence from the Father and the Son, by 
proceeding from them both. Now this procession of the Spi- 
rit, in reference to the Father, is delivered expressly, in rela- 
tion to the Son, and is contained virtually in the Scriptures. 
First, it is expressly said, That the Holy Ghost proceedeth 
from the Father, as our Saviour testifieth, “When the Com- 
forter is come, whom I will send unto you from the Father, 
even the Spirit of truth which proceedeth from the Father, he 
shall testify of me.” (John xv. 26.) And this is also evident 
from what hath been already asserted: for being the Father 
and the Spirit are the same God, and being so the same in the 
unity of the nature of God, are yet distinct in their personality, 
one of them must have the same nature from the other; and 
because the Father hath been already shewn to have it from 
none, it followeth that the Spirit hath it from him. 

Secondly, Though it be not expressly spoken in the Scrip- 
ture, that the Holy Ghost proceedeth from the Son, yet the sub- 
stance of the same truth is virtually contained there : because 
those very expressions, which are spoken of the Holy Spirit 
in relation to the Father, forthat reason because he proceedeth 
from the Father, are also spoken of the same Spirit in relation 
to the Son; and therefore there must be the same reason pre- 
supposed in reference to the Son, which is expressed in refer- 
ence to the Father. Because the Spirit proceedeth from the 
Father, therefore it is called the Spirit of God and the Spirit of 
the Father. ‘It is not ye that speak, but the Spirit of your 
Father which speaketh in you.” (Matt. x. 20.) For by the 
language of the apostle, the Spirit of God is the Spirit which 
is of God, saying, ‘The things of God knoweth no man but 
the Spirit of God. And we have received not the Spit of 
the world, but the Spirit which is of God.” (1 Cor. 11. 11, 12.) 
Now the same Spirit is also called the Spirit of the Son, for 
** because we are sons, God hath sent forth the Spirit of his 
Son into our hearts :” (Gal.iv. 6.) the Spirit of Christ, “Now 
if any man have not the Spirit of Christ, he is none of his ;” 
(Rom. viii. 9.) even “the Spirit of Christ which was in the 
prophets :” (1 Pet.1. 11.) the Spirit of Jesus Christ, as the 


* Vide p. 104. So Epiphanius several times calls the Holy Spirit rptrov vn 
dvouracia, In Ancorat. §. 8. &c. 
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apostle speaks, “I know that this shall turn to my salvation 
through your prayer, and the supply of the Spirit of Jesus 
Christ.” (Phil. 1.19.) If then the Holy Ghost be called the 
Spirit of God the Father because he proceedeth from the Fa- 
ther, it followeth that, being called also the Spirit of the Son, 
he proceedeth also from the Son. 

Again, Because the Holy Ghost proceedeth from the Father, 
he is therefore sent by the Father, as from him who hath by 
the original communication a right of mission ; as, “ the Com- 
forter which is the Holy Ghost, whom the Father will send.” 
(John xiv. 26.) But the same Spirit which is sent by the Fa- 
ther, is also sent by the Son, as he saith, “‘ when the Comforter 
is come whom [ willsend unto you.” (John xv. 26.) Therefore 
the Son hath the same right of mission with the Father, and 
consequently must be acknowledged to have communicated 
the same essence. The Father is never sent by the Son, be- 
cause he received not the Godhead from him; but the Father 
sendeth the Son, because he communicated the Godhead to 
him: in the same manner neither the Father nor the Son is 
ever sent by the Holy Spirit, because neither of them received 
the divine nature from the Spirit; but both the Father and the 
Son sendeth the Holy Ghost, because the divine nature, com- 
mon to both the Father and the Son, was communicated. by 
them both to the Holy Ghost. As therefore the Scriptures de- 
clare expressly, that the Spirit proceedeth from the Father ; so 
do they also virtually teach, that he proceedeth from the Son. 

From whence it came to pass in the primitive times, that 
the Latin fathers taught expressly the procession of the Spirit 
from the Father and the Son,* because by good consequence 
they did collect so much from those passages of the Scripture 


* This is not the late but ancient opinion 
of the Latin’ Church, as will appear by 
these testimonies. ‘ Loqui de eo (Sp. S.) 
non necesse est, quia de Patre et Filio 
auctoribus confitendus est.’ S. Hil. de Trin. 
1. ii. §. 29. ‘Spiritus quoque Sanctus cum 
procedit a Patre et Filio, non separatur a 
Patre, non separatur a Filio.’ S. Ambros. 
de Sp. S. 1. i. c. 11. ¢ Spiritus autem Sanc- 
tus vere Spiritus est, procedens quidem a 
Patre et Filio: sed non est ipse Filius, 
quia non generatur, neque Pater, quia 
procedit ab utroque.’ Id. de Symb.c. 3. 


‘Et in servos ccelestia dona profudit, 

Spiritum ab Unigena Sanctum et Patre 

procedentem.’ 

Paulinus in Nat. 9. S. Felices, ver. 92. 
‘Non possumus dicere quod Spiritus S. 
et a Filionon procedat ; neque enim fru- 
stra Spiritus et Patris et Filii Spiritus 
dicitur.’ S. August. de Trin. 1. iv. c. 20. 
‘ Firmissime tene et nullatenus dubites, 
eundem Spiritum S., qui Patris et Filii 
unus est Spiritus, de Patre et Filio proce- 


dere.’ Fulg. de Fide ad Petrum, c. 11. 


‘Qui noster Dominus, qui tuus unicus 

Spirat de Patrio corde Paracletum.’ 
Prud. Cuthem. Hymn. v. 159. 
‘Tanquam idem Deus nunc Pater, nunc 
Filius, nunc Spiritus S. nominetur ; nec 
alius est qui genuit, alius qui genitus est, 
alius qui de utroque processit.’ Leo (speak- 
ing of the Sabellian heresy), epist. xciii. 
c. 1. ‘ Audi manifestius : proprium Patris 
esse genuisse, et proprium Filii natum 
fuisse ; proprium vero Spiritus S. proce- 
dere de Patre Filioque.’ Vigil. cont. Eut. 
l,i. §. 10. By which testimonies, and 
the like, of the Latin fathers, we may 
well guess in which Church the Creed, 
commonly attributed to Athanasius, first 


was framed; for as it is confessed to be 


written first in Latin, so it is most pro- 
bable that it was composed by some mem- 
ber of the Latin Church, by that expression 
in it: ‘Spiritus S. a Patre et Filio, non 
factus, nec creatus, nec genitus, sed pro- 
cedens.’ Inter Op. Athanas. vol. ii. p. 728. 
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which we have used to prove that truth. And the Greek fa- 
thers, though they stuck more closely to the phrase and lan- 
guage of the Scripture, saying, that the Spirit proceedeth from 
the Father, and not saying,* that he proceedeth from the Son ; 
yet they acknowledged under another Scripture-expression 
the same thing which the Latins understand by procession, 
viz. That the Spirit is of or from the Son, as he is of and from 
the Father; and therefore usually when they said, he proceed- 
eth from the Father, they also added, he received of the Son. 
The interpretation of which words, according to the Latins, 
inferred a procession ;{ and that which the Greeks did under- 
stand thereby, was the same which the Latins meant by the 
procession from the Son, that is, the receiving of his essence 
from him. That as the Son is God of God by being of the 
Father, so the Holy Ghost is God of God by being of the Fa- 
ther and the Son,§ as receiving that infinite and eternal essence 


from them both. 


* The ancient Greek fathers, speaking 
of this procession, mention the Father 
only, and never, I think, express the Son, 
as sticking constantly in this to the lan- 
guage of the Scriptures. Thus Gregory 
Nazianzen distinguisheth the three per- 
sons: "Eml ray huetéewv spwv irrdprevot, 70 
aytvynTov sicdyoreev, Xal TO yswnTov, nal TO Ex 
Tov Ilareds exsrogevouevov. Orat. i. de Filio, 
p- 563. And the three properties attribu- 
ted to the three persons are these, dyevnela 
to the Father, yéwucig to the Son, and 
exmogevorg to the Holy Ghost. But this 
word éxadgevois or the verb ExarogeverSas 
was not used by the Greeks in reference 
to the Son, but only as the Scriptures 
speak, in relation to the Father. 

+ As Epiphanius: Kat yde nat meet rot 
Tlvevuatos Brarpnprodct, nal TorAuwo Eye 
uenticbas ve trop VYiov, dmee ecriv autis Tov, 
Ex Ilatedg Exmrogeusprevov, nat Tov Y.ov Aapeavoy, 
Her, \xix. §. 52. To &ysov vet, Tveva 
adytov, Tvetra @sov, det voi Maret xat Yio, 
oun aAAT ELOY Oxo, amd SE Oeod ov, awd Ta- 
Teg Enmropevdprevoy, Hat ToD Yiod AamEdvov. Id 
Ancor. §. 6. “Ash yae +o Iveta cov Maret 
ual Visi, ov cuvadeAgoy Tarel, ob yevintov, od 
RTICTOY, OH AIEADOV Tiod, oie Eyyovoy ITarede, 
Ex Tlaress 82 Exsrogevdnevov, wal sod Yiod 
rauBavoy. Id. Her. Ixii. §. 4. 

¢ ‘A Filio accipit, qui et ab eo mittitur, 
eta Patre procedit: et interrogo, utrum id 
ipsum sit a Filio accipere, quod a Patre 
procedere. Quod si differre credetur inter 
accipere a Filio, et a Patre procedere, 
certe id ipsum atque unum esse existima- 
bitur, a Filio accipere, quod sit accipere 
a Patre. Ipse enim Dominus ait, Quoniam 
de me accipiet, et annunciabit vobis.’ S. Hil. 
1. viii. de Trin. §. 20. SoSt. Cyril: “Ewa, 
(73 Tlvetp.n) opeoovordy TE Ecorse Ta Tiw, Hat 
meveicrs Ocomeemng EF adrod, Wagay ATO. Thy 


Ep Baars TEAELOTaTNY Exov Evegyelay TE Kab 
Suvapery, Vick TOUTS pnow, Ex Tov Emod AnpeTas. 
Com. in Ioan. 1. xi. c. 1. ‘De Filio ergo 
accepit, et omnia que habet Pater Filii 
sunt, que Spiritus S. accepit ; quia non 
de solo Filio, sed simul de utroque pro- 
cedit.’ Fulg. ]. vii. contra Fab. fragm. 
apud Theodulph. de Sp. S. 

§ That this was the sense of the Greek 
fathers anciently, who used those two 
Scriptures of the Holy Ghost, appeareth 
by Epiphanius, who frequently declares 
so much ; as in Ancorato: Ilvevjme yap Oeov 
wal TIveipa Maredg nal veda Yiov, &x ov 
Tlaredg nat ov Yiov, relrov rn dvomacias 
§.8. And speaking of Ananias who lied 
unto the Spirit: “Aga @sd¢ é Ilarecs xat 
Vict, +d Mvetua, wo Efevcavro of amd Tov 
Tyanpaaros vorpirdrevor. §. 9. Ove drroretov 
Tlarpog wal Yiod, AAG Ex Tho avtiis odoiag, Em 
wig avriig Oedrntog, €% Tlatpi¢ xal Yist, ody 
Tare nal Vie evuricraroy det Mvevun &yov. 
Id. Heres. \xii. §. 4. In these words is 
plainly contained the truth, That the 
Spirit is God of God the Father, and of 
God the Son. And that they did conclude 
this truth from those two scriptures, he 
proceedeth from the Father, and receiveth 
of the Son, as is also evident by these and 
the like passages: Ei d Xeiorog ex ov 
Tlarpig mopeverat @&dg Ex Tov Oeov, nat ro IIvev- 
feaex TOU Xpiorou, n wae’ areporépwy, wg pnoww 
6 Xptorrdg, 0 waga Tov Tlarpoc éxmrogeveras, nat 
oures én Tod Emod AnLeras. Epiph. Ancor. §. 
67. Ei roivuy mapa tov Tarpog EN TOEVET CL, 
ual én Tod Eeov, pnolvdKuvetoc, Anlerat. Ov yag 
Teotrov ovders yy Tov Tlarégn ef and Yioc, ovdé 
roy Vidv ef pet 6 Tariig, ora Tova AEyELY, OTE 
ovde +) Tivedpene €f pan 6 Tlarip, ual 6 Yidc, wap” 
ou Exmopeverat, ual wag ov AawRaver, xa 
oud? roy. Yidy nal rov Tlavéea, €: xo TO Tlvevprw 
ao dyiov, 3 wage TOU Ilarpdg xai &% rou Tiov. 
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This being thus the general doctrine of the eastern and the 
western Church, differing only in the manner of expression, 
and that without any opposition; Theodoret gave the first oc- 
casion of a difference, making use of the Greeks’ expression 
against the doctrine both of Greeks and Latins ;* denying that 
the Holy Ghost receiveth his essence from the Son, because the 
Scripture saith, he proceedeth from the Father, and is the 
Spirit which is of God, But St. Cyril, against whom he wrote, 
taking small notice of this objection; and the writings of 
Theodoret, in which this was contained, being condemned ; 
there was no sensible difference in the Church, for many years, 
concerning this particular. Afterwards divers of the Greeks 
expressly denied the procession from the Son, and several dis- 
putations did arise in the western Church, till at last the Latins 
put it into the Constantinopolitan Creed ;+ and being admo- 


Ibid. §. 73. « Non loquetur a semetipso, hoc 
est, non sine me et Patris arbitrio, qui 
inseparabilis a mea et Patris est vo- 
luntate ; quia non ex se, sed ex Patre et 
me est ; hoc enim ipsum quod subsistit et 
loquitur, a Patre etmeilli est.’ Didymus 
de Sp. S.1. ii. §. 13. Et paulo post: ‘ Ille 
me clarificabit, id est Paracletus, quia de 
meoaccipiet. Rursum hoc accipere ut divine 
nature conveniat intelligendum Spi- 
ritum S. a Filio accipere id quod sue na- 
ture fuerat, cognoscendum est. Neque 
enim quid aliud est Filius, exceptis his 
que ei dantur a Patre, neque alia sub- 
stantia est Spiritus S. preter id quod da- 
tur ei a Filio.’ 

* St. Cyril having set forth anathema- 
tisms against the heresy of Nestorius, in 
the ninth anathematism condemned all 
who did not speak of the Holy Ghost as 
Wiov rod Xerrou +d Mvedua. ‘To which 
Theodoret returned this answer: “Idiov 3¢ 
To Tlvevpa rou Tiov, et peev, we opcoputc nat 
x Tlavpog exsrogevdprsvov, pn, cuvomeodoytico- 
prey, x2b wg eboesh SeFoueda civ pwvive ef 9 
wo 8 Yiod h Oy Vict viv maekw Exov, we 
Brdopuproy rove xat we SueceBic, arroppivo- 
ev. Tirrevouey yae To Kupio Agyovrs, TS 
Tivedpua 0 ue Fou Tlaredg exmrogeverat nai Ta 
Ostorarm 32 Tavaw oprolwe pacnovrr’ “Hyuets dé 
ov To TVEUpLA TOU KocpLov EAABomeEV, GARG TO 
Tlvedua +o én Tov Oecd. Reprehens. Anath. 
Cyril. t. ve p. 717. St. Cyril in his reply 
takes no great notice of this high charge 
of impiety and blasphemy, and only an- 
swers the argument so far as it concerned 
his expression, viz. That the Spirit is (3:0 
wou Yiov Tvevua, but in this answer makes 
use of that Scripture by which he and 
others used to prove that the Spirit had 
his essence from the Son: “Exzropeveras 
pabv yap wo x TOD Oecd ual Tlarpos +0 Tlveijua 
7) &yiov, KATA Tiv TOD Swtiieog paviv, adrd 
ou adAnorpiv tors rou Thode mdvra yae exer 
pera TOU Tlaredce nat rouse avrog Edidagey 


eloray qept Tod ayiav TIvevparose Tarra boa 
Exe 6 Marie, tud tore sd rovro elarev bmiy, 
Ors kX TOU Eucd Anlerat, nal dvayyerg iuiv. 
vol. vi. p. 229. Although therefore St, 
Cyril doth not go to maintain that which 
Theodoret denied, and St. Cyril else- 
where teacheth, viz. that the Holy Ghost 
is from the Son, yet he justifieth his own 
position by that Scripture which by him- 
self and the rest of the fathers is thought 
to teach as much. 


* The second general Council held at 
Constantinople, finding it necessary to 
make an addition to the Nicene Creed 
in the Article concerning the Holy Ghost, 
of which that Council had said no more 
than this, I believe in the Holy Ghost, 
framed this accession against Macedo- 
nius: Eig 7d Tlveima 7d Bysov, TO Kugsov, 0 
Cwomrorav, Td &x Tov Tlarpog éxqrogevdprevov* 
Concil. Gen. t. i. par. 1. p. 536. in which 
they spake most warily, using the words 
of the Scripture, and the language of the 
Church which was so known and public, 
that it is recorded even by Lucian in his 
dialogue called Philopatris. §. 12. 

Kpt. Kal viva earopedcopeas ye 5 
Tet. “Chipeédovra Oetv, péyav, duBeoroy, 
ovgaviae, 
Yiov Tavis, Tlvetpen éu Tarpoc éxaro- 
eeuomrevoy, 
“Ev én Tpiav, wat && évog Tela 
Tatra vourge Liiva, rod’ nyov Oey. 


This Creed being received by the whole 
Church of God, and it being added also 
by the next general Council at Ephesus, 
that it should not be lawful to make any 
addition to it: notwithstanding, the ques- 
tion being agitated in the West: ‘ Utrum 
Spiritus 8. sicut procedit a Patre, ita et 
procedat a Filio;’ and it being con- 
cluded in the affirmative, they did not 
only declare the doctrine to be true, but 
also added the same to the Constantino- 
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nished by the Greeks of that, as of an unlawful addition, and 
refusing to rase it out of the Creed again, it became an oc- 


politan Creed, and sang it publicly in 
their Liturgy : ‘Credimus et in Spiritum 
S., Dominum et vivificatorem, ex Patre 
Filioque procedentem.’ This being first 
done in the Spanish and French churches, 
and the matter being referred to Leo the 
third bishop of Rome, he absolutely con- 
cluded that no such addition ought to be 
tolerated: for in the acts of the Synod 
held at Aquisgranum, we find it so de- 
termined by the pope, upon the confer- 
ence with the legates: ‘ Ergo, ut video, 
illud a vestra Paternitate decernitur, ut 
primo illud de quo questio agitur, de 
sepe fato Symbolo tollatur, et tunc de- 
mum a quolibet licite ac libere, sive can- 
tando sive tradendo, discatur et docea- 
tur:’? so one of the legates. To which 
Leo answered thus: ‘ Ita proculdubio a 
nostra parte decernitur: ita quoque ut a 
vestra assentiatur, a nobis omnibus mo- 
dis suadetur.’. Beside, lest the Roman 
church might be accused of joining with 
the Spanish and French churches in this 
addition, the same pope caused the Creed 
publicly to be set forth in the Church, 
graven in silver plates, one in Latin and 
another in Greek, in the same words in 
which the Council of Constantinople had 
first penned it. ‘ Hec, pro amore et cautela 
Orthodox Fidei, fecitin B. Petri Basilica 
scuta argentea duo scripta utraque Sym- 
bolo, unum quidem literis Grecis, et aliam 
Latinis, sedentia dextra levaque super in- 
gressum corporis.’ Anastusius in vita Leonis 
III. De Vit. Pontif. Rom. xcviil. ‘ Leo tertius 
(Symboli) transcriptum in tabula argen- 
tea, post altare B. Pauli posita, posteris 
reliquit, pro amore, ut ipse ait, et cautela 
Fide orthodoxe.. In quo quidem Sym- 
bolo in processione Spiritus S. solus com- 
memoratur Pater his verbis. Et in Spiri- 
tum S., Dominum vivificatorem, ex Patre 
procedentem, cum Paitre et Filio co-adoran- 
dum, et glorificandum.’ P. Lombardus, 1.i. 
distinct, 11. §. 2. These were taken out 
of the archiva at Rome, saith Photius, 
and so placed by Leo, that they might be 
acknowledged and perpetuated as the 
true copies of that Creed not to be al- 
tered. *O Secarécics Aéwy nal tag év Tots Sn- 
caugopurartorg Ta nopupaiwy ITéreou wal Tlav- 
Aov éx waraoratav yedvov daroredncaups~ 
opivag Toig iegotsg netpendrlorg dvo Acmisac, at 
yoaprpeact nab piace EAANVLKOIG EAEyOV Thy 
iepay Tig hay miotews Exbeci, TAvTAS KaTA~ 
vawwcSivas, xarevorioy To ‘Popatnod wre 
Boug xat sig odiv aemrdvroy Endetv Edinaiwces 
wal woddo tav Geacapévoy thvunadTa nat 
aveyakiroy tts 7H Rio mapasmésvourt. Pho- 
tius apud Nicetan. Thes. Orthod. Fid. t. 


21. ut exseripsit Archiep. Armachanus. 
Otros 6 Aéav xal td Sncaveopuvdrduiov rig 
"AmocTONG “ExxAnciag “Pwrraloy avoikas 
aomidag So Totg tegots xEtenAlors aoroteSn- 
caverrpivag Benveyney EAANMINCES war yedpe- 
fact nal pruacw exovoag sivy evceBn aig 
miorewg exdecw. Idem apud Euthymium, 
Panopl. Dom. Tit. 12. ab eodem Archiep. 
exscript. This was the great and prudent 
care of Leo the Third, that there should 
be no addition made to the ancient Creed 
authorized by a general Council, and 
received by the whole Church; and by 
this means he quieted all distempers for 
his time. But not long after, the follow- 
ing popes, more in love with their own 
authority than desirous of the peace and 
unity of the Church, neglected the tables 
of Leo, and admitted the addition Fi- 
hoque. This was first done in the time 
and by the power of Pope Nicolaus the 
First, who by the activity of Photius 
was condemned for it. ‘ Tunc inter alias 
accusationes hoc principaliter posuit Pho- 
tius ipsum (Nicolaum) fore excommuni- 
catum, quod apposuerat ad Symbolum 
Spiritum S. a Filio procedere. Suimiliter 
et depositum, quod ipse Nicolaus Papa 
incidisset in sententiam tertii Concilii.’ 
Antonin. Part. 3. tit. 22. c. 13. This was 
it which Photius complained of so highly 
in his Encyclic Epistle to the Archiepis- 
copal Sees of the Eastern Church: “Aaad 
yee wx} padvov ic Tara mapavomeety e€nvéy On- 
Gay, AAG wal ef Tig nandy earl noewvic, Eig 
Tavrny dvedpemeov weds yee For Tore eipnere- 
Yog aromhuacs ual 70 isedv nal ayo cvpBo- 
Aov, 0 Waor Tog cuvodiKors nat oinouseerinors 
Anpicpacw duayov Exes tiv loxdv, voSo0g 
Aoyioeoirg ual wapeyypamross Abyors Rat Sea- 
coug varecBony uiBdnredew eweneloncay (0 TaV 
To Tomed pnxaymudrov) +o Iveta 7d 
Lyicy ovH &x TOU Tlarpog prdvov, AAA ye nak ex 
Tod Lied exsrogeverOar uavorcyncavrec. Phot. 
Epist. ii. §. 8. ‘Hugo Etherianus legit 
nevohoynoayres, dum vertit frustra profite- 
tur. Thus far Photius against Nicolaus 
before he was deposed. After he was 
restored again, in tbe time of Pope John 
the Kighth, in the eighth general Coun- 
cil, as the Greeks call it, it was declared 
that the addition of Filioque, made in the 
Creed, should be taken away. “Efirncey 
88 Svvodog aben wal meh ric mporlnung rou 
ZvuBorou, xat exewwev aftov ta eLarpndn oray- 
reAes, says Marcus bishop of Ephesus, in 
the Council of Florence. After this the 
same complaint was continued by Mi- 
chael Cerularius, and Theophylact, in as 
high a manner as by Photius.  "Errw ovy 
wd patyicrov Exsive ohddma, xas rouTo de 76 
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casion of the vast schism between the eastern and western 
Churches. 

Now although the addition of the words to the formal Creed 
without the consent, and against the protestation of the Orien- 
tal Church, be not justifiable; yet that which was added, is 
nevertheless a certain truth, and may be so used in that Creed 
by them who believe the same to be a truth; so long as they 
pretend it not to be a definition of that Council, but an addi- 
tion or explication inserted, and condemn not those who, out 
of a greater respect to such synodical determinations, will 
admit of no such insertions, nor speak any other language than 
the Scriptures and their fathers spake. 

Howsoever, we have sufficiently in our assertions declared 
the nature of the Holy Ghost, distinguishing him from all qua- 
lities, energies, or operations, in that he is truly and properly 
a person; differencing him from all creatures and finite things, 
as he is not a created person; shewing him to be of an infinite 
and eternal essence, as he is truly and properly God; distin- 
guishing him from the Father and the Son, as being not the 
Father, though the same God with the Father, not the Son, 
though the same God with him; demonstrating his order in 
the blessed Trinity, as being not the first or second, but the 
third person, and therefore the third, because as the Son re- 
ceiveth his essence communicated to him by the Father, and 
is therefore second to the Father, so the Holy Ghost receiveth 
the same essence communicated to him by the Father and the 
Son, and so proceedeth from them both, and is truly and pro- 
perly the Spirit of the Father, and as truly and properly the 
Spirit of the Son. 

Thus far have we declared the nature of the Holy Ghost, 
what he is in himself, as the Spirit of God; it remaineth that 
we declare what is the office of the same, what he is unto us 
as the Holy Spirit: for although the Spirit of God be of 
infinite, essential, and original holiness, as God, and so may 


Tov Toropedwyros Adou Greraveouy Groovy oway- 
Tay, hev ra TH wlorEws Suubsrw xaworo- 
pice, hy Eq@othoavro dyannevTrrovess TO TIvedpew 
Ex TOU Tlarpig wal én Tou Viov Ensropever das, 
Theophyl, ad Ioan. c. 3. Kat rotg Aurinots 
Tolvuv eb Tt pety Weel TO Soya Sapagraverac 
Tv Wareiniy Wirt TarEvoY, otoy Si Td Ev 7H 
LuuCcrw wept rod dylov Mveipmaros meorrive- 
petvov, Evda 6 xlvduvog patytorog, ToUTO pari 
Siopdarews aLtovprevoy 6 cuyy wean acuvyxaen- 
wog. Ibid. Thus did the Oriental Church 
accuse the Occidental for adding Filioque 
to the Creed, contrary to a general Coun- 
cil, which had prohibited all additions, 
and that without the least pretence of the 
authority of another Council ; and so the 
schism between the Latin and the Greek 
Church began and was continued, never 
to be ended until those words xai x ri 


Yiov, or Filioque, are taken out of the 
Creed. ‘The one relying upon the truth 
of the doctrine contained in those words, 
and the authority of the pope to alter 
any thing; the other either denying or 
suspecting the truth of the doctrine, and 
being very zealous for the authority of the 
ancient Councils. This therefore is much 
to be lamented, that the Greeks should 
not acknowledge the truth which was 
acknowledged by their ancestors, in the 
substance of it; and that the Latins 
should force the Greeks to make an ad- 
dition.to the Creed, without as great an 
authority as hath prohibited it, and to 
use that language in the expression of 
this doctrine which never was used by 
any of the Greek fathers. 
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be called Holy in. himself; though other spirits, which were 
created, be either actually now unholy, or of defectible sanc- 
tity at first, and so having the name of Spirit common unto 
them, he may be termed Holy, that he may be distinguished 
from them; yet I conceive he is rather called the Holy Spirit, 
or “ the Spirit of holiness,” (Rom. i. 4.) because, of the three 
persons in the blessed Trinity, itis his particular office to sanc- 
tify or make us holy. 

Now when I speak of the office of the Holy Ghost, I do not 
understand any ministerial office or function, such as that of 
the created angels is, who are “all ministering spirits sent forth 
to minister for them, who shall be heirs of salvation;’ (Heb. 
i. 14.) for I have already proved this Spirit to be a person pro- 
perly divine, and consequently above all ministration. But I 
intend thereby whatsoever is attributed unto him peculiarly in 
the salvation of man, as the work wrought by him, for which 
he is sent by the Father and the Son. For all the persons in 
the Godhead are represented unto us as concurring unto our 
salvation: ‘‘God so loved the world, that he gave his only- 
begotten Son,” (John 11. 16.) and “ through that Son we have an 
access by one Spirit unto the Father.” (Eph. ii. 18.) As there- 
fore what our Saviour did and suffered for us belonged to that 
office of a Redeemer, which he took upon him; so whatsoever 
the Holy Ghost worketh in order to the same salvation, we look 
upon as belonging to his office. And because without holiness 
it is impossible to please God, because we are all impure and 
unholy, and the purity and holiness which is required in us to 
appear in the presence of God, whose eyes are pure, must be 
wrought in us by the Spirit of God, who is called Holy because 
he is the cause of this holiness in us, therefore we acknowledge 
the office of the Spirit of God to consist in the sanctifying of 
the servants of God, and the declaration of this office, added to 
the description of his nature, to be a sufficient explication of 
the object of faith contained in this Article, I believe in the 
Holy Ghest. 

Now this sanctification being opposed to our impurity and 
corruption, and answering fully to the latitude of it, whatsoever 
is wanting in our nature of that holiness and perfection, must 
be supplied by the Spirit of God. Wherefore being by nature 
we are totally void of all saving truth, and under an impossi- 
bility of knowing the will of God; being as “no man knoweth 
the things of a man, save the spirit of man which is in him; 
even so none knoweth the things of God, but the Spirit of God:” 
this “ Spirit searcheth all things, yea, the deep things of God,” 
(1 Cor. 11. 10, 11.) and revealeth them unto the sons of men; 
so that thereby the darkness of their understanding is expelled, 
and they are enlightened with the knowledge of their God. 
This work of the Spirit is double, either external and general, 
or internal and particular. The external and general work of 
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the Spirit, as to the whole Church of God, is the revelation of 
the will of God, by which so much in all ages hath been pro- 
pounded as was sufficient to instruct men unto eternal life. 
For there have been “ holy prophets ever since the world be- 
gan,” (Luke 1. 70.) and prophecy “‘came not at any time by the 
will of man, but holy men of God spake, as they were moved 
by the Holy Ghost.” (2 Pet. i. 21.) When it pleased God “ in 
the last days to speak unto us by his Son,” (Heb. i. 2.) even 
that Son sent his Spirit into the apostles, “ the Spirit of truth, 
that he might guide them into all truth,” “teaching them all’ 
things, and bringing.all things to their remembrance, whatso- 
ever Christ had said unto them.” (John xvi. 13. xiv. 26.) By 
this means it came to pass, that “all Scripture was given by 
inspiration of God,” (2 Tim. iii. 16.) that is, by the motion and 
operation of the Spirit of God; and so whatsoever is necessary 
for us to know and believe, was delivered by revelation. Again, 
the same Spirit which revealeth the object of faith generally to 
the universal Church of God, which object is propounded ex- 
ternally by the Church to every particular believer, doth also 
illuminate the understanding of such as believe, that they may 
receive the truth: for faith is the gift of God, not only in the 
object, but also in the act; Christ is not only given unto us, 
in whom we believe, but it is also “given ws in the behalf of 
Christ to believe in him ;” (Phil. 1. 29.) and this gift is a gift of 
the Holy Ghost, working within. us an assent unto that which 
by the word is propounded to us: by this ‘‘ the Lord opened 
the heart of Lydia, that she attended unto the things which 
were spoken of Paul;” (Acts xvi. 14.) by this the word preached 
profiteth, being “ mixed with faith in them that hear it.” (Heb. 
iv. 2.) Thus “by grace we are saved through faith, and that 
not of ourselves, it is the gift of God.” (Eph. u. 8.) As the in- 
crease and perfection, so the original, or initiation of faith is 
from the Spirit of God,* not only by an external proposal in 
the word, but by an internal illumination in the soul; by which 
we are inclined to the obedience of faith, in assenting to those 
truths, which unto a natural and carnal man are foolishness. 
And thus we affirm not only the revelation of the will of God, 
but also the illumination of the soul of man, to be part of the 
office of the Spirit of God, against the old and new Pelagians.+ 


* This is the ancient determination of 


the second Arausican Council: ‘Si quis 
sicut augmentum, ita etiam initium fidei, 
ipsumque credulitatis affectum, quo in 
eum credimus, qui justificat impium, et 
ad regenerationem baptismatis perveni- 
mus, non per gratiz donum, id est, per 
inspirationem Spiritus S. corrigentis vo- 
luntatem nostram ab infidelitate ad fidem, 
ab impietate ad pietatem, et naturaliter 
nobis inesse dicit, Apostolicis dogmatibus 
adversarius approbatur, beato Paulo di- 


cente, Confidimus, quia qui cepit in vobis 
bonum opus, perficiet usyue in diem Domine 
nostri Jesu Christi; et illud, Vobis datum 
est pro Christo, non solum ut in eum creda- 
tis, sed etiam ut pro illo patiamini. Et, 
Gratia salvi facti estis per fidem, non ex 
vobis, Dei enim donum est. Can. 5. Concil. 
Araus. and Gennad. Eccl. Dogm. c. 42. 

t It was the known opinion of the Pe- 
lagians, That it is in the power of man to 
believe the Gospel without any internal 
operation of the grace of God ; and St. 
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The second part of the office of the Holy Ghost is the sanc- 


tification of man, in the regeneration and renovation of him. For 
our natural corruption consisting in an aversation of our wills, 
and a depravation of our affections, an inclination of them to 
the will of God is wrought within us by the Spirit of God. For 
“according to his mercy he saved us, by the washing of rege- 
neration, and renewing of the Holy Ghost.” (Tit. iil. 5.) So that 
‘“except a man-be born again of water and of the Spirit, he 
cannot enter into the kingdom of God.” (John iii. 5.) We are all 
at first defiled by the corruption of our nature, and the pollution 
of our sins, “but we are washed, but we are sanctified, but we 
are justified in the name of the Lord Jesus, and by the Spinit 
of our God.” (1 Cor. vi. 11.) The second part then of the office 
of the Holy Ghost is the renewing of man in all the parts and 
faculties of his soul. 

The third part of this office is to lead, direct, and govern us 
in our actions and conversations, that we may actually do and 
perform those things which are acceptable and well-pleasing 
in the sight of God. ‘If we live in the Spirit,” quickened by 
his renovation, we must ‘‘ also walk in the Spirit,” (Gal. v. 25.) 
following his direction, led by his manuduction. And if we 
“walk in the Spirit, we shall not fulfil the lusts of the flesh ;” 
(Gal. v. 16.) for we are not only directed but animated and act- 
ed in those operations by the Spirit of God, “who giveth both 
to will and to do; and as many as are thus led by the Spirit of 
God, they are the sons of God.” (Rom. vii. 14.) Moreover 
that this direction may prove more effectual, we are also guided 
in our prayers, and acted in our devotions by the same Spirit, 
according to the promise, “I will pour upon the house of 
David, and upon the inhabitants of Jerusalem, the spirit of 
erace and supplication.” (Zech. xii. 10.) Whereas then “ this 
is the confidence that we have in him, that if we ask any thing 
according to his will, he heareth us ;” (1 John v. 14.) and where- 
as ‘‘ we know not what we should pray for as we ought, the 
Spirit itself maketh intercession for us with groanings which 
cannot be uttered, and he that searcheth the hearts, knoweth 
what is the mind of the Spirit, because he maketh interces- 
sion for the saints according to the will of God.” (Rom. vii. 
26, 27.) From which intercession especially I conceive he 


Augustin was once of that opinion: ‘ Ne- 
que enim fidem putabam,’ says he, ‘ Dei 
gratia preveniri, ut per illam nobis dare- 
tur quod posceremus utiliter, nisi quia 
credere non possemus, si non precederet 
preconium veritatis. Ut autem predi- 
cato nobis Evangelio consentiremus no- 
strum esse proprium, et nobis ex nobis 
esse arbitrabar. Quem meum errorem 
nonnulla opuscula mea satis indicant ante 
Episcopatum meum scripta.’ De Predest. 
Sanct. 1. i..c.3.. But whatsoever he had 


so written before he was made a bishop, 
he recalled and reversed in his Retracta- 
tion, l. i. c. 23. and disputed earnestly 
against it as a part of the Pelagian heresy. 
This, as the rest of Pelagianism, is re- 
newed by the Socinians, who in the Raco- 
vian Catechism deliver it in this manner: 
‘ Nonne ad credendum Evangelio Spiritus 
Sancti interiore dono opus est? Nullo 
modo: neque enim in Scripturis legimus 
cuiquam id conferri donum, nisi credenti 
Evangelio.’ 
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hath the name of the Paraclete given him by Christ, who said, 
“‘[ will pray unto the Father, and he shall give you another 
Paraelete.” (John xiv. 16.) For “if any man sin, we have a 
Paraclete with the Father, Jesus Christ the righteous,” (1 John 
ii. 1.) saith St. John; ‘who also maketh intercession for us,” 
(Rom. viii, 34.) saith St. Paul: and we have another Paraclete, 
saith our Saviour; which also “ maketh intercession for us,” 
saith St. Paul. A Paraclete then, in the notion of the Scrip- 


tures, is an intercessor.* 


* TIaeduantos is five times used in the 
Scriptures, and that by St. John alone: 
four times in his Gospel, attributed to the 
Holy Ghost, once in his First Epistle, 
spoken of Christ [xiv. 16. 26. xv. 26. 
xvi. 7.1 Ep. ii. 1.] When it relates to the 
Holy Ghost, we translate it always Com- 
forter; when to Christ, we render it Ad- 
vocate: of which diversity there can be no 
reason, because Christ, who is a Para- 
clete, said, that he would send another 
Paraclete ; and therefore the notion must 
be the same in both: "Addo qwagduAntoy 
ddoes vty, rouréotiv, adroy wo ene. S. Chry- 
sost. ad Ioan. xiv. 16. If therefore in the 
language of St. John wapaxantog be a com- 
forter, then Christ is a comforter ; if magd- 
xAntos be an advocate, the Holy Ghost is 
the advocate. The Vulgar Latin keeps the 
Greek word in the Gospels Paracletus, 
but in the Epistle renders it Advocatus. 
The Syriac keepeth the original altoge- 
ther xw*5p np as being of ordinary use in 
the writers of that and the Chaldee lan- 
guage; and therefore was not well trans- 
lated Paracletus in the Gospels, and Ad- 
vocautus in the Epistle, by Tremellius. 
That the Latins did use generally the 
word Paracletus for the Holy Ghost, as it 
is now in the Vulgar Latin, appeareth by 
the description of the heresy of Montanus, 
which Tertullian calls: ‘ novam prophe- 
tiam de Paracleto inundantem.’ De Resur. 
Carn. c. 63. and ‘ spiritualem rationem, 
Paracleto auctore.’ cont. Mare. }.i. c. 29. 
And yet the most ancient Latin transla- 
tors rendered it Advocutus even in the Gos- 
pels, in reference to the Spirit; as we 
read it in Tertullian: ‘Bene quod et 
Dominus usus hoc verbo in persona Para- 
cleti, non divisionem significavit, sed dis- 
positionem, Rogabo enim, inquit, Putrem, 
et alium advocatum mittet vobis Spiritum 
veritatis.’ Adv. Prax. ce 9. So Novatian: 
‘ Ego rogabo Patrem, et alium Advocatum 
dabit vabis. Necnon etiam subdidit illud 
quoque, Advocatus autem Spiritus S. quem 
missurus est Pater, ille vos docebit.’ De 
Trin. c. 28. ‘Cum venerit Advocatus iile, 
quem ego mittam.’ Apud S. Hilar. de Trin. 
], viii. §. 19. Notwithstanding Consolator 
also is of good antiquity: as we read in 


the same St. Hilary: ‘Sumus nunc qui- 
dem consolati, quia Dominus ait, Mittet 
vobis Pater et alium Consolatorem.’ Enar. 
in Psal. cxxv.'§. 7. And it is possible 
that some which used Advocatus, might 
understand so much : for in the ancient 
Christian Latin, Advocare siynifieth to 
comfort, and Advocatio, consolation; as 
being the bare interpretation of wapaxa- 
Asty and wapdxanoisg, As Tertullian trans- 
lates waganaréicas: wevbotvras, Isa. Ixi. 2. 
‘ Advocure languentes. Adv. Mare. |. iv. 
c. 14. Sowhen we read: ‘ Ve vobis di- 
vitibus, quia habetis consolationem ve- 
stram:’ Tertullian reads it: ‘Vz vobis 
divitibus, quoniam recepistis advocatio- 
nem vestram.’ Adv. Mare. |. iv. c. 15. 
And speaking in his own language: 
‘ Beati, inquit, flentes atque lugentes. Quis 
talia sine patientia tolerat ? Itaque tali- 
bus et advocatio et risus promittitur.’ de 
Patient. c. 11. And as St. Hilary read 
it, so did St. Augustin expound it: ‘Con- 
solabuntur Spiritu S., qui maxime pro- 
pterea Paracletus nominatur, id est, Con- 
solator.’ De Serm. Dom. in Monte, 1. i. c. 2. 
‘Cum Christus promiserit suis missurum 
se Paracletum, id est, Consolatorem vel 
Advocatum.’ Contra Faust. |. xiii. c. 17. 
‘Consolator ergo ille, vel Advocatus,. 
utrumque enim interpretatur quod est 
Grece Paracletus.’ Expos. in Ioan. Tract. 
94. §. 2. And as they read or expound 
it, so did the Arabic translator render it 
by two several words, one in the Gospel, 
another in the Epistle, both signifying 
Consolator. Now what they meant by 
Advocatus is evident, that is, one which 
should plead the cause of Christians 
against their adversaries which accused 
and persecuted them; that as there is an 
accuser which is a spirit, even Satan; so 
there should be an advocate to plead 
against that accuser, even the Holy Spirit. 
‘ Necessarius nobis est ros Dei, ut non 
comburamur, neque infructuosi efficiamur ; 
et ubi accusatorem habemus, illic habe- 
mus et Paracletum.’ Jren. 1. il. c. 19. 
‘Hic ipse (Spiritus) et in Prophetis po- 
pulum accusavit, et in Apostolis advoca- 
tionem gentibus prestitit. Nam illi ut 
accusarentur merebantur, quia contemp- 
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Fourthly, The office of the same Spirit is to join us unto 
Christ, and make us members of that one body of which our 
Saviour is the Head. ‘ For by one Spirit we are all baptized 
into one body. And as the body is one and hath many mem- 
bers, and all the members of that one body, being many, are 
one body, so also is Christ.” (1 Cor. xii. 13. 12.)* “ Hereby 
we know that God abideth in us, by the Spirit which he hath 
given us.” (1 John 111. 24.) As we become spiritual men by 
the Spirit which is in us, as that union with the body and the 
head is a spiritual conjunction, so it proceedeth from the Spi- 
rit; and “he that is joined unto the Lord is one Spirit.” (1 Cor. 


a We) 


Fifthly, It is the office of the Holy Ghost to assure us of 
the adoption of sons, to create in us a sense of the paternal 
love of God towards us, to give us an earnest of our everlast- 


ing inheritance. 


“The love of God is shed abroad in our 


hearts by the Holy Ghost which is given unto us.” (Rom.v.5.) 
‘‘ For as many as are led by the Spirit of God, they are the 


serant legem, et qui ex Gentibus credunt 
ut patrocinio Spiritus adjuventur meren- 
tur, quia ad Evangelicam pervenire ges- 
tiunt legem.’ Novat. de Trin. c. 29. And 
again: ‘Quoniam Dominus in ccelum es- 
set abiturus, Paracletum discipulis neces- 
sario dabat, ne illes quodammodo pupil- 
los, quod minime decebat, relinqueret, et 
sine Advocato et quodam Tutore desere- 
ret.’ Ibid. In this sense it was, that when 
Vettius pleaded for the Gallican martyrs 
before their persecutors: igiou dxoveSivas 
AMonoyoumevos Lmrep THY ddeApav' endeavour- 
ing to clear them, he was called the Taga- 
wantog of the Christians: aveanpén ual ad- 
Tog big TOV KARO TaV fLaeTUeWY, MapauAnTos 
Xeoriavav yxpnuaticas. Acta Mart. Gal. 
apud Euseb. Hist.1.v.c.1. In the same 
notion did the ancient Rabbins use the 
same word retained in their language, 
wpb, as appeareth by that in the Pirke 
Avoth. c. 4. w9p9d 9 ANP NMRX MYv wy 
2 TOR Dsvp 52 MDP ANAK AVAY IYI TAK 
Hewhich keepeth one commandment, gaineth 
one advocate, and he which transyresseth 
one, getteth one accuser. As therefore Up 
is xatThyopos, SO W*OPID is cvvhyoeos, OF pa- 
tronus qui causam ei agit. And so Advo- 
catus is ordinarily understood for him 
which pleadeth and maintaineth the cause 
of any one. But I conceive there were 
other Advocati, and especially wapanAnvos 
among the Greeks, who did not plead or 
maintain the cause, but did only assist 
with their presence, entreating and inter- 
ceding by way of petition to the judges, 
such as were the friends of the reus, 
called by him to his assistance, and inter- 
ceding for him; in both which respects 
they were called magduanro. As we read 


in Iseeus 7. 7. KAgwy. “ange. p. 36. 1. ed. 
Steph. rovs piroug wapaunrtcavres, nal pnro~ 
eng magaonsvacamevor* the pnropes were to 
plead, the iro wapéxanre: were to inter- 
cede. The action of these Advocati was 
called wapdéurngig, and by the ancient 
grammarians magauAnctg is interpreted 
dénoig 5 aS Harpocration: Tidera: pévros 
omaviog nat avtt Tig Sencemer Aunodeyos, év 
To qmept ‘lepetac, meoemav, El peev torép idiov 
Tivos hv 6 aya, Ededunv av Duddy sr Ev- 
wing akodoal xrour per GAlyov guzt, Nov 
36 avrodo tuaég owas TOUT goncev nal 
yopte magaurncens tig euiic. And that 
the action of the wapduanros was dénois, 
entreaty, and petition, appears by those 
words of Demosthenes: At $2 ray mapa- 
KANTwY ToUTwY Sencerg Kal omrovdal ray idiwv 
wreoverray Evena eyivovto. Orat. wee magame. 
§.1. Of these wagaxAnro is A’schines to 
be understood: Tiv peév wagacneviv oeare, 
xal viv magaratw, bon yeytnrat, wal Tag 
Kar ayoedy denoess, aio xexpuvrat tives. Orat. 
xara Kong. §. 1. Thus I-conceive the 
notion of wapaxAntog, common to the Son 
and to the Holy Ghost, to consist espe- 
cially in the office of intercession, which 
by St. Paul is attributed to both, and is 
thus expressed of the Spirit by Novatia- 
nus: ‘ Qui interpellat divinas aures pro 
nobis gemitibus ineloquacibus, advoca- 
tionis implens officia et defensionis exhi- 
bens munera.’ De Trin. c. 29. 

* « Dominus pollicitus est mittere se 
Paracletum qui nos aptaret Deo. Sicut 
enim de tritico massa una fieri non potest 
sine humore, neque unus panis ; ita nec 
nos multi unum fieri in Christo Jesu po- 
teramus sine aqua que de coelo est.’ Iren, 
]. ili. c. 19. 
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sons of God.” (Rom. viii. 14.) And “because we are sons, 
God hath sent forth the Spirit of his Son into our hearts, 
crying, Abba, Father.” (Gal. iv. 6.) “ For we have not received 
the spirit of bondage again to fear; but we have received the 
Spirit of adoption, whereby we cry, Abba, Father. The Spirit 
itself bearing witness with our spirit, that we are the children 
of God.” (Rom. viii, 15, 16.) As therefore we are born again 
by the Spint, and receive from him our regeneration, so we are 
also assured by the same Spirit of our adoption; and, because 
being sons we are also “heirs, heirs of God, and joint-heirs 
with Christ,” (Rom. vil. 17.) by the same Spirit we have the 
pledge, or rather the earnest of our inheritance. For “he 
which stablisheth us in Christ, and hath anointed us, is God, 
who hath also sealed us, and hath given the earnest of his 
Spirit in our hearts ;”” (2 Cor. i. 21, 22.) so that we are “sealed 
with that Holy Spirit of promise, which is the earnest of our 
inheritance until the redemption of the purchased possession.” 
(Eph. i. 13, 14.) The Spirit of God as given unto us in this 
life, though it have not the proper nature of a pledge; as in 
the gifts received here being no way equivalent to the promised 
reward, nor given in the stead of any thing already due; yet 
is to be looked upon as an earnest,* being part of that reward 


* The word 25aBav, which the apostle 
only useth in this particular, is of a Hebrew 
extraction; pisy from any a word of pro- 
mise and engagement in commerce, bar- 
gains, and agreements; and being but in 
one particular affair used in the Old Tes- 
tament is taken for a pledge, Gen. xxxviii. 
17, 18. 20. and translated dppaRev by the 
LXX. as well as xnow by the Chaldee; 
yet the Greek word otherwise, conso- 
nantly enough to the origination, signifieth 
rather an earnest than a pledge, as the 
Greeks and Latins generally agree, 
Hesych. *appaBav, wpé3oa. Etym. “Appa- 
Bay, 4 emt rats vats aragd THY dvoUpEVOY 
Sidopcévn reonataBorn vwree aopareias. Which 
words are also extant in Suidas, but 
corruptly. To this purpose is cited that 
of Menander : 

Mixpov 

Mey appabav’ evOdc me tareice naraBanrely. 
So Aristotle speaking of Thales: evdsrogi- 
Cavra Yenaroy Alyy éppaBavac Sadouvers Tv 
ératoupyiwy. Polit. 1.1. c. 11.80 the Latins. 
‘ Arrhabo sic dicta, ut reliquum reddatur. 
Hoc verbum a Greco appaRav. Reliquum 
ex eo quod debitum reliquit.’ Varro de 
L. L. 1. iv. p. 41. . «In terrenis negotiis 
arrhe quantitas, contractus illius pro quo 
intercesserit quedam portio est ; pignoris 
vero ratio, meritum rei pro qua poni 
videtur excedit.’ Paschas. Diac. 1. i. de 
Sp. S.c. 11. ‘Pignus Latinus interpres 
pro arrhabone posuit. Non idipsum au-~ 
tem arrhabo quod pignus sonat. Arrhabo 


enim future emptioni quasi quoddam 
testimonium et obligamentum datur. 
Pignus vero, hoc est, évéyveov, pro mutua 
pecunia opponitur, ut cum illa reddita 
fuerit, reddenti debitum pignus a creditore 
reddatur.’ S. Hier. ad Ephes.i.14. There 
is such another observation in A. Gellius, 
upon these words of Q. Claudius: ‘ Cum 
tantus arrhabo penes Samnites Populi 
Romani esset: Arrhabonem dixit sex- 
centos obsides, et id maluit quam pignus 
dicere, quoniam vis hujus vocabuli in ea 
sententia gravior acriorque est.’ Noct. 
Att. 1. xvii. c. 2. The sense and use of 
this word are evident in Plautus: . 
‘Eas quanti destinat ? 
Tr. Talentis magnis totidem quot ego 
et tu sumus. 
Sed arrhaboni has dedit quadraginta 
tninas.’ 
Mostell. a. iii. se. i. 113. 

The sum was 120]. of which he gave 401. 
in part of payment, and this was the 
arrhabo. So the Greek fathers interpret 
St. Paul. Aid pévra dppaBavos ivigaro Trav 
SoIncopévav 70 keéyebose 06 ye appabay peruecy 
wt prtpog goth rod mavrog. Theodoret. ad 
2Cor. 1.22. Ata rodTo yae nat appaBav 
3d viv Sobdv dvoakerat, wo mwoAAamAaciag 
enet Sobnoropetvng tis xapiro¢. Id. ad 1 Cor. 
xv. 44, Ovd2 Iveta elorev aorawc, GAA 
appaPaire avdpacey, iva adore rovrov nat megt 
ro mavros Oapiiic. S. Chrysost. Hom. ad 
2 Cor. i. 22. In this manner speaks 
Eusebius: Ta wgwrirsia trav E@aSrwy ev 
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-which is promised, and, upon the condition of performance 
of the covenant which God hath made with us, certainly to 
be received. 

Sixthly, For the effecting of all these and the like particulars, 
it is the office of the same Spirit to sanctify and set apart per- 
sons for the duty of the ministry, ordaining them to intercede 
between God and his people, to send up prayers to God for 
them, to bless them in the name of God, to teach the doctrine 
of the Gospel, to administer the sacraments instituted by 
Christ, to perform all things necessary “ for the perfecting of 
the saints, for the work of the ministry, for the edifying of the 
body ef Christ.” (Eph. iv. 12.) The same Spirit which illumi- 
nated the apostles, and endued them with power from above to 
perform personally their apostolical functions, fitted them also 
for the ordination of others, and the committing of a standing 

ower to a successive ministry unto the end of the world; who 
are thereby obliged to “ take heed unto themselves, and to all 
the flock over which the Holy Ghost hath made them over- 
seers, to feed the Church of God.” (Acts xx. 28.) 

By these and the like means doth the Spirit of God sanctify 
the sons of men, and by virtue of this sanctification, proceed- 
ing immediately from his office, he is properly called the 
Holy Spirit. And thus I have sufticiently described the ob- 
ject of our faith contained in this Article, What is the Holy 
Ghost in whom we believe, both in relation to his nature,* as 
he is the Spirit of God, and in reference to his office, as he is 
the Holy Spirit. 

The necessity of the belief of this Article appeareth, first, 
from the nature and condition of the CreEpD, whereof it is an 
essential part, as without which it could not be looked upon 
asa Creed. For being the Creep is a profession of that faith 
into which we are baptized; being the first rule of faith was 


Gévde areonppaBovigerasr. De Vita Constant. 
li.c. 3. Ovre yae wav nexopicueda, ovre 
meavrog vovEegdmev’ BAN olov appakava Trav 
aiwvioy ayabav nal rod crarewou mAovTcu 
axcoresanpapsev. Theodor. in Clem. Alex. 802. 
So Tertullian: ‘ Hic sequester Dei atque 
hominum appellatus ex utriusque partis 
deposito commisso sibi, carnis quoque 
depositum servat in semetipso, arrhabo- 
nem summz totius. Quemadmodum 
enim nobis arrhabonem Spiritus reliquit, 
ita eta nobis arrhabonem carnis accepit, 
et vexit in ceelum pignus totius summz 
illuc quandoque redigende.’ De Resur. 
Carn. c. 51. £ Plane accepit et hic Spi- 
ritum caro, sed arrhabonem; anime au- 
tem non arrhabonem sed plenitudinem.’ 
Ibid. c. 53. So though the translator of 
Trenzus render 4ppaBov pignus, yet it is 
evident that Irenzeus did understand by 
‘AppaBav an earnest: ‘Quod et pignus, dixit 
Apostoius, hoc est, partem ejus honoris 


qui a Deo nobis promissus est, in Epistola 
que ad Ephesios est.’ 1. v. c. 8 §. 1. 
And a little after: ‘$i enim pignus com- 
plectens hominem in semetipsum jam 
facit dicere, Abba, Pater; quid faciet 
universa Spiritus gratia, que hominibus 
dabitur a Deo, cum similes nos ei efficiet, 
et perficie voluntate Patris?’ Ibid. 


* In respect of the nature of the Holy 
Ghost, I have endeavoured the same 
which Faustus Rhegiensis did, of whom 
Gennadius relates thus much: ‘ Faustus 
ex Abbate Lirinensis Monasterii apud 
regnum Gallie Episcopus factus, vir in 
divinis Scripturis satis intentus, ex tradi- 
tione Symboli occasione accepta, compo- 
suit librum de Spiritu S., in quo ostendit 
eum juxta fidem patrum et consubstan- 
tialem et cozternalem esse Patri et Filio, 
ac plenitudinem Trinitatis obtinentem.’ 
Iilustr. Vir. Cat. 87. 
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derived from the sacred form of baptism; being we are bap- 
tized “in the name of the Father, and of ‘the Son, and of the 
Holy Ghost,” we are obliged to profess faith in them three ; 
that as they are distinguished in the institution, so they may 


be distinguished in our profession. 


And therefore the briefest 


comprehensions of faith have always included the Holy Ghost, 


and some concluded with it.* 


* I have formerly shewn at large how 
the Creep did first arise from the bap- 
tismal institution, p. 47, 48. And there- 
fore as the name of the Holy Ghost is an 
essential part of that form, so must the 
belief in him be as essential in the Creep, 
which was at first nothing else but an ex- 
plication of that form. The first enlarge- 
ment and explication we find in Justin 
Martyr thus expressed : Er avduaros ob 
Tlargos Tay GAwy nal Serardrou ev, xat én” 
OvGpneeT0G o} Tov Lwrnpos naa Inco Xpiorov 
To oravewlévrog Em Tovtiou IsiAdrou, nat 
Em’ dvoprarog TIvevpraroc, 0 dia Ta mpopnTay 
mpcennpuge Ta Kata TOV Incody WavTA, 6 pwTt- 
Copeevog Aovetas. Apol. 2. p.94. And the 
rule of faith delivered soon after by 
Irenzus, is very consonant to it: Elo Eva 
Oedy Marépa Tavrouparoge, roy memomnerer 
Tov odpavey nal THy viv Kal Tag Saddooas nat 
wavre re ty avrots? ual Eig Eve Keworrov In- 
coy rev Tioy Tod Oecd, tov caenwOevra vrrEp 
iystieas cwrnpiac, nat elo veda aytov 70 
ie tev weopntaey KExNPUXIS The obnovopateng 
* nal veo trevceie. Adv. Her. ].1.c. 2. As 
that delivered soon after him by Tertullian: 
‘Unum quidem Deum credimus, sub hac 
tamen dispensatione (quam _ olxovojstay 
dicimus) ut unici Dei sit et Filius Sermo 
ipsius, qui ex ipso processerit, per quem 
omnia facta sunt, et sine quo factum est 
nihil. Hunc missum a Patre in virginem, 
et ex ea natum hominem et Deum, filium 
hominis et Filium Dei, et cognominatum 
Jesum Christum; Hunc passum, hune 
mortuum, et sepultum secundum Scrip- 
turas, resuscitatum a Patre, et in ccelos 
resumptum, sedere ad dextram Patris, 
venturum judicare vivos et mortuos. 
Qui exinde miserit, secundum promis- 
sionem suam, a Patre Spiritum S., Para- 
cletum, Sanctificatorem fidei eorum qui 
credunt in Patrem et Filium et Spiritum 
Sanctum.’ Adv. Prar. c. 2. Indeed there 
is an objection made against this truth by 
the Socinians, who would have us believe 
that in the first creeds or rules of faith the 
Holy Ghost was not included. Thus 
Schlictingius writing against Meisner: 
‘ Porro observatum est a quibusdam ter- 
tiam hanc Symboli istius partem qua a 
Spiritu S. incipit, ab initio defuisse, seu 
in Symbolo non fuisse additam; idque 
non immerito, cum non personas ullas, in 
quas credendum sit (quas solas, ut ap- 


paret, auctoribus Symboli commemorare 
propositum fuit), sed res tantum creden- 
das complectatur, que implicite fide in 
Deum et in Jesum Christum omnes con- 
tinentur. Hoc si ita est, sane defuit 
tertia Persona, que Deum illum unum 
nobis declararet. Tertullianus (de Virg. 
veland, §. 1.) sane Auctor antiquissimus 
et temporibus Apostolorum proximus, 
hanc tertiam Symboli istius partem non 
tantum ita non apposuit, ut omitteret ; 
sed ita ut excluderet.’ In 4. Socin. Rat. 
de Trin. Quod Symbolo Apostolico non re- 
spondeat. art. 1. §. 3. But as he argues 
very warily with his Hoe si ita est, so he 
disputes most fallaciously: for first he 
makes Tertullian the most ancient and 
next to the apostles, and so would bring 
an example of the first creed from him; 
whereas Justin Martyr and Irenzus were 
both before him, and they both mention 
expressly the Holy Ghost in their rules of 
faith. Secondly, he makes Tertullian 
exclude the Holy Ghost from the rule of 
faith, which he clearly expresseth in the 
place forecited ; and therefore that place 
by him mentioned, cannot be an exclusion, 
but an omission only ; and the cause of 
that omission in that place is evident, 
that he might bring in his opinion of the 
Paracletus with the better advantage. 
Thus when Eusebius Cesariensis gave in 
a copy of the Creep (by which he was 
catechized, baptized, and consecrated) to 
the Council of Nice, it runs thus: Mserrevo- 
Mev elo Eva @edv Mareen, &c. nal eg Eve Kugroy 
"Incody Xpioriv, &c. wsorevomey nab elg ev 
Tiveduua &yiov, and there concludes. Socrat, 
Hist. Eccles. 1. i. c. 8. In conformity 
whereunto, the Nicene Council, altering 
some things, and adding others against 
the Arians, concludeth in the same man- 
ner, xa! cig ro &ytoy Tvetea. Ibid. And the 
Arian bishops in the Synod in Antioch 
not long after: MWirrevouev xual eig +o dysoy 
Tivedpan, eb 92 Sel mporbeivas, msorevouey Kat 
meet gauss avarracens, nat Cwiig alwvlov. 
From whence it appeareth that the pro- 
fession of faith in the Father, Son, and 
Holy Ghost, was counted essential to the 
Crrrp; the rest which followed was 
looked upon as a meocGiun. ‘Quid nunc 
de Spiritu Sancto dicemus, quem credere 
consequente Symboli parte in Trinitate 
precipimur? Al. Avit. Serm. de Symb. 
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Secondly; It is necessary to believe in the Holy Ghost, not 
only for the acknowledgment of the eminency of his person, 
but also for a desire of the excellency of his graces, and the 
abundance of his gifts. What the apostle wished to the Co- 
rinthians, ought to be the earnest petition of every Christian, 
that “the grace of our Lord Jesus Christ, and the love of God, 
and the communion of the Holy Ghost be with us all.” (2 Cor. 
xiii. 14.) For “if any man have not the Spirit of Christ, he is 
none of his ;” (Rom. viii. 9.) if he have not that which maketh 
the union, he cannot be united to him; if he acknowledgeth 
him not to be his Lord, he cannot be his servant; and “ no 
man can say that Jesus is the Lord, but by the Holy Ghost.” 
(1 Cor. xii. 3.) “ That which is born of the Spirit is spirit ;” 
such is their felicity who have it: ‘‘ That which is born of the 
flesh is flesh ;”? such is their infelicity which want it. (John iii. 6.) 
What then is to be desired in comparison of “the supply of the 
Spirit of Jesus Christ;” (Phil. i. 19.) especially considering 
the encouragement we receive from Christ, who said, “ If ye 
being evil know how to give good gifts unto your children, 
how much more shall your heavenly Father give his Holy Spi- 
rit to them that ask him?” (Luke x1. 13.) 

Thirdly, It is necessary to profess faith in the Holy Ghost, 
that ‘‘ the will of God” may be effectual in us, “ even our sanc- 
tification.” (1 Thess. iv. 3.) For if ‘God hath from the be- 
ginning chosen us to salvation through sanctification of the 
Spirit ;”’ (2 Thess. 11.13.) if we be “elected according to the fore- 
knowledge of the Father through sanctification of the Spirit 
unto obedience ;” (1 Pet. i. 2.) if the office of the Spirit doth 
consist in this, and he be therefore called holy, because he is 
to sanctify us, how should we ‘‘ follow peace with all men, and 
holiness, without which no man shall see the Lord?” (Heb. 
xii. 14.) How should we endeavour to “ cleanse ourselves from 
all filthiness of the flesh and spirit, perfecting holiness in the 
fear of God?” (2 Cor. vii. 1.) ‘The temple of God is holy, 
which temple we are, if the Spirit of God dwelleth in us ;” 
(1 Cor. ii. 16, 17.) for the inhabitation of God is a consecra- 
tion, and that place must be a temple, where his honour dwell- 
eth. Now if we “know that our body is the temple of the 
Holy Ghost which is in us, which we have of God ;” if we know 
that we “are not our own,” for that we are ‘‘ bought with a 
price ;” we must also know that we ought “ therefore to glorify 
God in our body, and in our spirit, which are God’s:” (1 Cor. 
vi. 19, 20.) thus it is necessary to believe in the Spirit of sanc- 
tification, that “ our hearts may be established unblameable in 
holiness before God, even our Father, at the coming of our 
Lord Jesus Christ with all his saints.” (1 Thess. ui. 13.) 

Fourthly, It is necessary to believe in the Holy Ghost, that 
in all our weaknesses we may be strengthened, in all our infir- 
mities we may be supported, in all our discouragements we 
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may be comforted, in the midst of miseries we may be filled 
with peace and inward joy. ‘ For the kingdom of God is not 
meat and drink, but righteousness and peace, and joy in the 
Holy Ghost.” (Rom. xiv. 17.) We read of the disciples at first, 
that they “were filled with joy and with the Holy Ghost ;” 
(Acts xii. 52.) and those which afterwards “ became followers 
of them and of the Lord, received the word in much affliction, 
but with joy of the Holy Ghost.” (1 Thess. i. 6.) These are 
the “rivers of living water flowing out of his belly that be- 
lieveth:” (John vii. 38.) this is the ‘oil of gladness,” where- 
with the Son of God was “ anointed above his fellows ;” (Psal. 
xlv. 7. Heb. i.9.) but yet with the same oil his fellows are 
anointed also: for we “have an unction from the. Holy One, 
and the anointing which we receive of him, abideth.in us.” 
(i John 1. 20. 27.) 

Lastly, The belief of the Holy Ghost is necessary for the 
continuation of a submissive ministry, and a Christian submis- 
sion to the acts of their function, unto the end of the world. 
For as God the Father sent the Son, and “ the Spirit of the 
Lord was upon him, because he had anointed him to preach 
the gospel ;” (Luke iv. 18.) so the Son sent the apostles, say- 
ing, “ As my Father hath sent me, even so send I you; and 
when he had said this, he breathed on them, and said unto them, 
Receive the Holy Ghost:” (John xx. 21, 22.) and as the Son 
sent the apostles, so did they send others by virtue of the same 
Spirit, as St. Paul sent Timothy and Titus, and gave them power 
to send others, saying to Timothy, “ Lay hands suddenly on 
no man ;” (1 Tim. v. 22.) and to Titus, “ For this cause left I 
thee in Crete, that thou shouldest set in order the things that 
are wanting,and ordain elders in every city, as I had appointed 
thee.” (Tit.i.5.) Thus, by virtue of an apostolical ordination, 
there is for ever to be continued a ministerial succession. 
Those which are thus separated by ordination to the work of 
the Lord, are to “‘ feed the flock of God which is among them, 
taking the oversight thereof ;” (1 Pet. v. 2.) and those which 
are committed to their care, are to “‘ remember and obey them 
that have the rule over them, and submit themselves, for that 
they watch for their souls, as they that must give account.” 
(Heb. xiii. 7. 17.) 

Having thus at large asserted the verity contained in this 
Article, and declared the necessity of believing it, we may easily 
give a brief exposition, by which every Christian may know 
what he ought to profess, and how he is to be understood, 
when he saith, I believe in the Holy Ghost. For thereby he is 
conceived to declare thus much : I freely and resolvedly assent 
unto this as unto a certain and infallible truth, that beside all 
other whatsoever, to whom the name of Spirit is or may be 
given, there is one particular and peculiar Spirit, who is truly 
and properly a person, of a true, real, and personal subsistence, 
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not a created but uncreated person, and so the true and one 
eternal God; that though he be that God, yet he is not the 
Father nor the Son, but the Spirit of the Father and the Son, 
the third person in the blessed Trinity, proceeding from the 
Father and the Son: I believe this infinite and eternal Spirit 
to be not only of perfect and indefectible holiness in himself ; 
but also to be the immediate cause of all holiness in us, reveal- 
ing the pure and undefiled will of God, inspiring the blessed 
apostles, and enabling them to lay the foundation, and by a 
perpetual succession to continue the edification of the Church, 
illuminating the understandings of particular persons, rectify- 
ing their wills and affections, renovating their natures, uniting 
their persons unto Christ, assuring them of the adoption of 
sons, leading them in their actions, directing them in their de- 
votions, by all ways and means purifying and sanctifying their 
souls and bodies, to a full and eternal acceptation in the sight 
of God. This is the eternal Spirit of God; in this manner is 
that Spirit holy; and thus | BELIEVE IN THE Hoty GuostT. 


ARTICLE IX. 


The Holy Catholick Church, the Communion of Saints. 


In this ninth Article we meet with some variety of position, 
and with much addition; for whereas it is here the ninth, in 


some Creeds we find it the last ;* and whereas it consisteth 


* Although generally the Article of the 
holy Church did immediately follow the 
Article of the Holy Ghost, as Tertullian 
well observeth: ‘ Cum sub tribus et tes- 
tatio fidei et sponsio salutis pignorentur, 
necessario adjicitur ecclesia mentio, quo- 
niam ubi tres, id est, Pater et Filius et 
Spiritus Sanctus, ibi ecclesia que trium 
corpus est.’ De Baptis. c. 6. And St. 
Augustin: ‘Spiritus S. si creatura non 
Creator esset, profecto creatura rationalis 
‘esset. Ipse enim esset summa creatura ; 
et ideo in Regula fidei non poneretur ante 
ecclesiam, quia et ipse ad ecclesiam per- 
tineret.’ Enchir c. 56. And the author 
of the first book De Symb. ad Catech, ‘ Se- 
quitur post S. Trinitatis commendationem, 
sanctam ecclesiam.’ §, 13. And St. Jerome 
cited in the next note. Yet notwith- 
standing this order was not always ob- 
served, but sometimes this Article was 
reserved to the end of the Crezp. As 
first appeareth in that remarkable place 
of St. Cyprian: ‘Quod si aliquis illud 
opponit, ut dicat eandem Novatianum 
legem tenere quam catholica ecclesia te- 


neat, eodem symbolo quo et nos bapti- 
zare, eundem nosse Deum Patrem, eun- 
dem Filium Christum, eundem Spiritaum 
S., ac propter hoc usurpare eum potes- 
tatem baptizandi posse, quod videatur in 
interrogatione baptismi a nobis non dis- 
crepare ; sciat quisquis et hoc opponen- 
dum putat, primum non esse unam nobis 
et schismaticis symbolilegem, neque ean- 
dem interrogationem. Nam cum dicunt, 
Credis remissionem peccatoruwm, et vitam 
eternam per sanctam ecclesiam? mentiuntur 
in interrogatione, cum non habent eccle- 
siam. ‘Tunc deinde voce sua ipsi confi- 
tentur remissionem peccatorum non dari, 
nisi per sanctam ecclesiam.’ Ep. ad Magn. 
14, ep. 6. §. 6. al. ep. 76. Thus Arius 
and EKuzoius, in the words hereafter cited, 
place the Church in the conclusion of 
theircreed, And the author of the second 
book de Symb. ad Catech. placeth the re- 
mission of sins after the Holy Ghost: ‘Noli 
injuriam facere ei qui te fecit, ut conse- 
quaris ab illo, quod in isto sancto sym- 
bolo sequitur, Remissionem omnium pecea- 
iorum;’ §. 24. and after he hath spoken of 
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of two distinct parts, the latter is wholly added, and the for- 
mer partly augmented ; the most ancient professing no more 
than to believe the holy Church :* and the Greeks having added, 
by way of explication or determination, the word catholick, it 
was at last received into the Latin Creed. 

To begin then with the first part of the Article, I shall endea- 
vour so to expound it, as to shew what is the meaning of the 
Church, which Christ hath propounded to us ; how that Church 
is holy, as the apostle hath assured us; how that holy Church 


is catholick, as the fathers have taught us. 


the resurrection and life everlasting, pro- 
ceedeth thus to speak of the Church : 
‘Sancta ecclesia, in qua omnis sacramenti 
terminatur auctoritas,’ &c. §. 24. And 
the author of the third: ‘Ideo sacramenti 
hujus conclusio, per ecclesiam terminatur, 
quia ipsa est mater foecunda.’ §..13. And 
the author of the fourth: ‘ Per sanctam 
ecclesiam. Propterea hujus conclusio sa- 
cramenti per sanctam ecclesiam termina- 
tur, quoniam si quis absque ea inventus 
fuerit, alienus erit a numero filiorum ; nec 
habebit Deum Patrem gui ecclesiam no- 
luerit habere matrem.’ §.13. Thus there- 
fore they disposed the last part of the 
CreEep: ‘Credo in Spiritum Sanctum, 
peccatorum remissionem, carnis resurrec- 
tionem, et vitam zternam per sanctam ec- 
clesiam.’ And the design of this trans- 
position, was to signify, that remission of 
sins and resurrection to eternal life, are to 
be obtained in and by the Church: as 
the Creed in the first homily under the 
name of St. Chrysostom: ‘ Credo in Spi- 
ritum 8. Iste Spiritus perducit ad sanc- 
tam ecclesiam ; ipsa est que dimittit pec- 
cata, promittit carnis resurrectionem, pro- 
mittit vitam eternam.’ 


* Tertullian: ‘ Que est mater nostra, 
in quam repromisimus sanctam ecclesiam.’ 
Adv. Marcion. |. v. c. 4. So Ruffinus : 
sanctam ecclesiam. §. 35. For catholicam 
is added by Pamelius. So St. Jerome : 
‘¢ Preterea cum solenne sit in lavacro post 
Trinitatis confessionem interrogare, Cre- 
dis sunctam ecclesiam? Credis remissionem 
peccatorum? Quam ecclesiam credidisse 
eum dices? Arianorum ? sed non habent: 
nostram ? sed extra hanc baptizatus non 
potuit eam credere quam nescivit.’ cont. 
Lucif. col. 297. And St. Augustin : 
‘Credimus et sanctam ecclesiam,’ with this 
declaration, ‘utique catholicam.’ De Fid. et 
Symb. c. 10. So Maximus Taurin., Chry- 
sologus, and Venantius Fortunatus. The 
author of the first book De Symb. ad Catech. 
‘Sequitur post Sancte Trinitatis commen- 
dationem, sanctam ecclesiam.’ The author 
of the other three who placeth this Ar- 
ticle last of all: ‘ sancta ecclesia, in qua 


For when I say, I 


omnis hujus sacramenti terminatur aucto- 
ritas:’ |. ii, and iv. expressly per sanctam 
ecclesiam, as the words of the Creed, with 
the explication beforementioned. Asalso 
the interrogation of the Novatians ending 
with per sanctam ecclesiam, cited before 
out of St. Cyprian. So likewise of those 
two homilies on the Creed, which are 
falsely attributed to St. Chrysostom, the 
first hath sanctam ecclesiam after the belief 
in the Holy Ghost; the second concludeth 
the Creed with per sanctam ecclesiam. ‘In 
carnis resurrectionem fides, in vita eterna 
spes, in sancta ecclesia caritas.’ Thus the 
ancient Saxon Creed set forth by Freherus, 
‘Tha halgan zeladinge,’ i. e. the 
holy Church ; the Greek Creed in Saxon 
letters in Sir Robert Cotton’s library, and 
the old Latin Creed in the Oxford hbrary. 
‘ Deus qui in celis habitat, et condidit ex 
nihilo ea que sunt, et multiplicavit pro- 
pter sanctam ecclesiam suam, irascitur 
tibi.’ Herm. 1. i, Visione 1. ‘ Virtute sua 
potenti condidit sanctam ecclesiam suam.’ 
Ibid. ‘Rogabam Dominum, ut revela- 
tiones ejus, quas mihi ostendit per san- 
ctam ecclesiam suam, confirmaret.’ Idem, 
Vis. 4, But though it were not in the 
Roman or Occidental Creeds, yet it was 
anciently in the Oriental, particularly in 
that of Jerusalem, and that of Alexandria. 
In the Creed at Jerusalem it was cer- 
tainly very ancient ; for it is expounded 
by St. Cyril, archbishop of that place: 
éig priay ayiay xaborrutv exxrnciav. Catech. 
xviii. And in the Alexandrian it was as 
ancient; for Alexander, archbishop of 
that place, inserts it in his confession, in 
his Epistle ad Alexandrum: psiav rat prdvny 
nadornny tiv agorroinny Exxarnclay. Theo- 
doret. Hist. 1. i. c. 3. And Arius and 
Euzoius, in their confession of faith given 
in to Constantine, thus concludes: Kat ei¢ 
xadonrinny exxrnciay Tov @sovd, tiv dard arEpa- 
rev Ewe weedtov. Socrat. Hist. Eccl. }. i. c. 
26. The same is also expressed in both 
the Creeds, the lesser and the greater, 
delivered by Epiphanius in Ancorato, §. 
120, 121.; the words are repeated in the 
next observation. 
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believe in the holy catholic Church, 1 mean that there is a 
Church which is holy,* and which is catholick ; and I under- 
stand that Church alone, which is both catholick and holy: 
and being this holiness and catholicism are but affections of 
this Chureh which I believe, | must first declare what is the 
nature and notion of the Chureh ; ; how I am assured of the 
existence of that Church ; and then how it is the subject of 
these two affections. 

For the understanding of the true notion of the Church, first 
we must observe, that the nominal definition or derivation of 
the word is not sufficient to describe the nature of it. If we 
look upon the old English word now in use, Church or Kirk,t 
it is derived from the Greek, and first signified, the house of 
the Lord, that is, of Christ, and from thence was taken to sig- 
nify the people of God, meeting in the house of God. The 
Greek word used by the apostles to express the Church, sig- 


nifieth a calling forth,t 


* «Credo sanctam Ecclesiam,’ I de- 
lieve there is a holy Church ; or, ‘ Credo 
in sanctam Ecclesiam,’ is the same: nor 
does the particle in added or subtracted 
make any difference. For although some 
of the Latin and Greek fathers press the 
force of that preposition, as is before ob- 
served, though Ruffinus urge it far in this 
particular: ‘ Ut autem una eademque in 
‘lrinitate divinitas doceatur, sicut dictum 
est in Deo Patre credi adjecta prepo- 
sitione, ita et in Christo Filio ejus, ita et 
in Spiritu S. memoratur. Sed ut mani- 
festius fiat quod dicimus, ex consequenti- 
bus approbabitur. Sequitur namque post 
hunc sermonem, sanctam ecclesiam, remis- 
sionem peccutorum, hujus carnis resurrec- 
tionem. Non dixit, in sanctam ecclesiam, 
nec in remissionem peccatorum, nec in 
carnis resurrectionem; si enim addidisset 
in prepositionem, una eademque vis fuis- 
set cum superioribus. Ne autem (f. Nunc 
autem) in illis quidem vocabulis, ubi de 
divinitate fides ordinatur, in Deo Patre 
dicitur, et Jesu Christo Filio ejus, et in 
Spiritu S.; in ceteris vero, ubi non de 
divinitate, sed de creaturis ac mysteriis 
sermo est, in prepositio non additur, ut 
dicatur in sanctam ecclesiam, sed sanc- 
tam ecclesiam credendam esse; non ut 
in Deum, sed ut ecclesiam Deo congre- 
gatam ; et remissionem peccatorum cre- 
dendam esse, non in remissionem pecca- 
torum ; et resurrectionem carnis, non in 
resurrectionem carnis. Hac itaque pre- 
positionis syllaba creator a creaturis se- 
cernitur, et divina separantur ab huma- 
nis.’ Be in Symb. §. 34,35. Though 
I say this ae fe be thus pressed, 
yet we are sure that the fathers did use 
eis and in for the rest of the Creed as well 
as for the Father, Son, and Holy Ghost. 

t ek 


if we look upon the origination ; a con- 


We have already produced the autho- 
rities of St. Cyril, Arius, and Euzoius, p. 
24. and that of Epiphanius in Ancorato. 
Thus also the Latins, as St. Cyprian: ‘ In 
eternam poenam sero credent, qui in 
vitam eternam credere noluerunt.’ Ad 
Demetrianum, §. 21. So Interpres Irenei: 
‘Quotquot autem timent Deum, et cre- 
dunt in adventum Filii ejus,’ etc. So 
Chrysologus : ‘ in sanctam ecclesiam. Quia 
ecclesia in Christo, et in ecclesia Christus 
est ; qui ergo ecclesiam fatetur, in eccle- 
siam se confessus est credidisse.’ Serm.62. 
And in the ancient edition of St. Jerome, 
in the place before-cited, it was read: 
‘Credis in sanctam ecclesiam:’ contr. 
Lucif. col. 297. aud the word in was left 
out by Victorius. 

t Kupiog, the Lord, and that properly 
Christ ; from whence Kugsaxds, belonging 
to the Lord Christ ; ofxog Kugsaxds, from 
thence Kyriac, Kyrk, and Church. 

${ The word used by the apostle is 
éxxAncia, from éxxadrgiy evocare. From 
Exxéuancat Exxanoig, from exnAnoig ExxAncia, 
of the same notation with the Hebrew 
nop: ‘ Ecclesia quippe ex vocatione ap- 
pellata est.’ S. August. Exp. ad Rom. §. 
2. And though they ordinarily take it 
primarily to signify convocatio, as St. Au- 
gustin: ‘Inter congregationem, unde 
synagoga, et convocationem, unde eccle- 
sia nomen habet, distat aliquid :’ Enar. 
in Psal. 81. §.1. yet the origination speaks 
only of evocation without any intimation 
of congregation or meeting together, as 
there is in ovjxdAntos. From whence 
arose that definition of Methodius, “Or: 
Exxrnciay mage Td exnexrnntyat tao Hdovag 
AtyerSai guow. Photius Biblioth. Cod. 
ccxxxv. col. 937. Whereas éxxadctiy is no 
more here than xadsiv, xxAncis no more 
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gregation of men, or a company assembled, if we consider the 
use of it. But neither of these doth fully express the nature 
of the Church, what it is in itself, and as it is propounded to 
our belief. 

Our second observation is, That the Church hath been taken 
for the whole complex of men and angels worshipping the same 
God; and again, the angels being not considered, it hath been 
taken as comprehending all the sons of men believing in God 
ever since the foundation of the World.* But being Christ 
took not upon him the nature of angels, and consequently did 
not properly purchase them with his blood, or call them by his 
word; being they are not in the Scriptures mentioned as parts 
or members of the Church, nor can be imagined to be built 
upon the prophets or apostles ; being we are at this time to 
speak of the proper notion of the Church; therefore I shall not 
look upon it as comprehending any more than the sons of men. 
Again, being though Christ was the Lamb slain before the foun- 
dation of the World, and whosoever from the beginning pleased 
God were saved by his blood: yet because there was a vast 
difference between the several dispensations of the Law and 
Gospel; because our Saviour spake expressly of building him- 
self a Church, when the Jewish synagogue was about to fail; 
because catholicism, which is here attributed unto the Church, 
must be understood in opposition to the legal singularity of the 
Jewish nation; because the ancient fathers were generally wont 
to distinguish between the Synagogue and the Church ;+ there- 
fore I think it necessary to restrain this notion to Christianity. 


than “Afcis, as xanreverv and éxnanrevey 
with the Attics were the same: from 
whence it came to pass, that the same 
preposition hath been twice added in the 
composition of the same word; from 
éxuadety éxudrnoia, from thence éxxancid ew, 
and because the preposition had no sig- 
nification in the use of that word, from 
thence éZexxrnora@ev, to convocate, or call 
together. But yet éxxAncia is not the same 
with éxxAncic, not the evocation or the ac- 
tion of calling, but the xAnrot, or the com- 
pany called, and that (according to the 
use) gathered together; from whence éx- 
uarnciagey is to gather together, or to be 
gathered. Hence St. Cyril; “Exnancia 
dF Karetrar pepwvipuwe, Nie 7d mavTag Enna 
AicTas nat omov cuvayew. Catech. xviii. §. 
11. So Ammonius: ’ExxAnclay EAeyov of 
*ASnyatos tiv civodoey Tay KaTa THY GOAW. Se 
voc. To this purpose do the LXX. use 
zxnancialew actively, to convocate or call 
together an assembly ; as éxxdrnoidew adv, 
and éxxAnriaew cuovaywyrv, and exxanosd- 
ZerOat passively; as eLexnAncidcdn ware 
4 cuvaywyn, Jos. xviii. 1. which the Attic 
writers would have expressed by éxxdn- 
cage, as Aristophanes, Vesp. 31. 


“EQ0EE pror meet mpairoy Unrvoy év rh Tyunt 

"Exwrnotddew wedBara cuynabhueva, 
Where, though the scholiast hath ren- 
dered éxnancidlev, tig Eunxdrnciay cuvayey, 
whereby the lexicographers have been 
deceived; yet the word is even there 
taken as a neuter, in the passive sense, 
as gencrally the Attics use it. How- 
soever, from the notation of the word we 
cannot conclude that it signifies a num- 
ber of men called together into one as- 
sembly out of the mass or generality of 
mankind: first, because the preposition 
éx hath no such force in the use of the 
word ; secondly, because the collection or 
coming together is not specified in the 
origination. 

* «Tyanslatus in Paradisum, jam tunc 
de mundo in ecclesiam.’ Tertull. 1, ii, adv. 
Marcion. c. 4. 

+ Thus St. Ignatius speaking of Christ: 
Airog av Ouga rod Mareds, St ig eicéeyovras 
"ABpadpr, nat "Ioadn, nat “lanw®B, xal of TIpo- 
pirat, xa of AmdcroAo, xal h exxAncia. Ep. 
ad. Philad. §.9. Where 4 éxxancia is 
plainly taken for the multitude of Chris- 
tians, who were converted to the faith 
by the apostles, and those who were after- 
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Thirdly, Therefore I observe that the only way to attain 
unto the knowledge of the true notion of the Church, is to 
search into the New Testament, and from the places there 
which mention it, to conclude what is the nature of it. To 
which purpose it will be necessary to take notice, that our 
Saviour first speaking of it, mentions it as that which then 
was not, but afterwards was to be;* as when he spake unto 
the great apostle, “Thou art Peter, and upon this rock I will 
build my church;” (Matt. xvi. 18.) but when he ascended 
into heaven, and the Holy Ghost came down, when Peter 
had converted “three thousand souls,” (Acts 11. 41.) which 
were added to the “hundred and twenty” disciples, (Acts 
i. 15.) then was there a Church (and that built upon Peter,+ 
according to our Saviour’s promise); for after that we read, 
“the Lord added to the Church daily such as should be 
saved.” (Acts ii. 47.) A Church then our Saviour promised 
should be built, and by a promise made before his death: after 
his ascension, and upon the preaching of St. Peter, we find a 
Church built or constituted, and that of a nature capable of 
daily increase. We cannot then take a better occasion to 
search into the true notion of the Church of Christ, than by 
looking into the origination and increase thereof; without 
which it is impossible to have a right conception of it.f 

Now what we are infallibly assured of the first actual ex- 
istence of a Church of Christ, is only this: there were twelve 
apostles with the disciples before the descent of the Holy 
Ghost, and the “number of the names together were a hun- 
dred and twenty.” (Acts 1.15.) When the Holy Ghost came 


per te, inquit, edificabo ecclesiam meam, et 


wards joined to them in the profession of 
dabo tibi claves, non ecclesie. Sic enim 


the same faith. ‘Sacrificia in populo, 


sacrificia et in ecclesia.’ Jren. adv. Heres. 
Liv. c. 34. ‘ Disseminaverunt sermonem 
de Christo Patriarche et Prophete; de- 
messa est autem ecclesia, hoc est, fruc- 
tum percepit.’ Id. ].iv.c. 25. ‘Quid ? 
Judaicus populus circa beneficia divina 
perfidus et ingratus, nonne quod a Deo 
primum recessit, impatientiz crimen fuit? 
Impatientia etiam in ecclesia hereticos 
facit.’ S. Cyprian. de Bono Patient. §. 11. 
‘Quis non agnoscat Christum reliquisse 
matrem Synagogam Judzorum, Veteri 
Testamento carnaliter adherentem, et 
adhesisse uxori suze, sancte ecclesiz ? 
S. August. contra Faust. |. xii. c. 8. ‘Mater 
Sponsi Domini nostri Jesu Christi Syna- 
goga est; proinde nurus ejus ecclesia.’ 
Idem, Enarr. in Psal. 44. §. 12. 

* «Tn quem ingruerunt—in ecclesiam? 
quam nondum Apostoli struxerant.’ Ter- 
tull. de Bapt. c. 11. 

+ ‘Qualis es evertens atque commu- 
tans manifestam Domini intentionem 
personaliter hoc Petro conferentem. Su- 


et exitus docet: in ipso ecclesia exstruc- 
ta est, id est, per ipsum, ipse clavem im- 
buit; vides quam; Viri Israelite, auribus 
mandate que dico: Jesum Naszarenum, 
virum a Deo vobis destinatum, et reliqua.’ 
Tertull. de Pudicitia, c. 21. So St. 
Basil: EvSdg yae &e tig paviig ravrne voot- 
peev Ilergov—rov did rig wizrews barepoyiw Ep 
Eautov Thy oinodopeny Tig Exudnoiag Seldeevov. 
Adv. Eunom, |. 11. §. 4 St. Peter took 
upon himself the building of the Church, 
that is, to build the Church, which ke 
then performed, when he preached the 
Gospel by which the Church was first 
gathered. 

¢ Tertullian, mentioning the Acts of 
the Apostles, addeth these words: ‘Quam 
Scripturam qui non recipiunt, nec Spiri- 
tus Sancti esse possunt, qui necdum Spi- 
ritum possint agnoscere discentibus mis- 
sum: sed nec ecclesiam defendere, qui 
quando et quibus incunabulis institutum 
est hoc corpus, probare non habent.’ De 
Prescr, Heret. c. 22. 


504 ARTICLE IX. 


after a powerful and miraculous manner upon the blessed 
apostles, and St. Peter preached unto the Jews that they 
should “ repent and be baptized in the name of Jesus Christ for 
the remission of sins; they that gladly received his word were 
baptized, and the same day there were added unto them about 
three thousand souls.” (Acts ii. 31. 41.) These being thus 
added to the rest, “‘ continued steadfastly in the apostles’ doc- 
trine and fellowship, and in breaking of bread, and in prayers ;” 
(Ibid. 42.) and all these persons so continuing are called the 
Church.* What this Church was is easily determined, for it 
was a certain number of men, of which some were apostles, 
some the former disciples, others were persons which repented, 
and believed, and were baptized in the name of Jesus Christ, 
and continued hearing the word preached, receiving the sacra- 
ments administered, joining in the public prayers presented 
unto God. This was then the Church, which was daily in- 
creased by the addition of other persons received into it upon 
the same conditions, making up “the multitude of them that 
believed, who were of one heart and one soul,” (Acts iv. 32.) 
‘believers added to the Lord, multitudes both of men and 
women.” (Acts v. 14.) ! 
But though the Church was thus begun, and represented 
unto us as one in the beginning, though that Church which we 
profess to believe in the CREED, be also propounded unto us 
as one; and so the notion of the Church in the Acts of the 
Apostles might seem sufficient to express the nature of that 
Church which we believe: yet because that Church which was 
one by way of origination, was afterwards divided into many, 
the actual members of that one becoming the members of se- 
veral Churches ; and that Church which we believe, is other- 
wise one by way of complexion, receiving the members of all 
Churches into it; it will be necessary to consider, how at the 
first those several Churches were constituted, that we may un- 
derstand how in this one Church they were all united. To 
which purpose it will be farther fit to examine the several ac- 
ceptations of this word, as it is diversely used by the Holy 
Ghost in the New Testament; that, if it be possible, nothing 
may escape our search, but that all things may be weighed, 
before we collect and conclude the full notion of the Church 
from thence. 
First, then, that word which signifies the Church in the ori- 
ginal Greek, is sometimes used in the vulgar sense according 
as the native Greeks did use the same to express their con- 
ventions, without any relation to the worship of God or Christ, 
and therefore is translated by the word assembly, (Acts xix. 
32. 41.) of as great a latitude. Secondly, It is sometimes used 


* «Cum remisissent summi Sacerdotes Petrum et Ioannem, et reversi essent ad reli- 
quos co-apostolos et discipulos Domini, id est, in ecclesiam.’ Iren. adv. Her. 1. iii, c. 12. 
t ‘He voces ecclesia, ex qua habuit omnis ecclesia initium.’ Iren. ibid. 
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in the same notion in which the Greek translators of the Old 
Testament made use of it, for the assembly of the people of 
God under the Law, (Ibid. 39.) and therefore might be most 
fitly translated the congregation, as it is in the Old Testa- 
ment. Thirdly, It hath been conceived that even in the 
Scriptures it 1s sometimes taken for the place, (Acts viii. 38. 
Heb. ii. 12.) in which the members of the Church did meet to 
perform their solemn and public services unto God; and some 
passages there are which seem to speak no less,* but yet are 
not so certainly to be understood of the place, but that they 
may as well be spoken of the people congregated in a certain 
place. Beside these few different acceptations, the Church in 
the language of the New Testament doth always signify a com- 
pany of persons professing the Christian faith, but not always 
in the same latitude. Sometimes it admitteth of distinction and 
plurality; sometimes, it reduceth all into conjunction and unity. 
Sometimes the Churches of God are diversified as many ; some- 
times, as many as they are, they are all comprehended in one. 

For, first, in general there are often mentioned “ the 
Churches,” (Acts xvi. 5. 1 Cor. xiv. 34. 2 Cor. viii. 19. 23, 24. 
xi. 8. 28. xu. 13. Rev. xxii. 16.) by way of plurality, “the 
Churches of God,” (2 Thess. i. 4. 1 Cor. xi. 16.) “ the 
Churches of the Gentiles,” (Rom. xvi. 4.) “the Churches of 
the Saints.” (1 Cor. xiv. 33.)+ In particular we find a few 
believers gathered together in the house of one single person, 


* Acts xi, 26. 1 Cor. xi. 18. 22. From 
these places St. Augustin did collect that 
zxxAngia was taken in the Scriptures for 
the place of meeting, or the house of God, 
and came so to be frequently used in the 
language of the Christians in his time: 
‘ Sicut ecclesia dicitur locus, quo ecclesia 
congregatur. Nam ecclesia homines sunt 
de quibus dicitur, Ué exhiberet sibi glorio- 
sam ecclesiam. Hanc tamen vocari etiam 
ipsam domum orationum, idem Apostolus 
testis est, ubi ait, Nunguid domvs non ha- 
betis ad manducandum et bibendum, an ec- 
clesiam Dei contemnitis? Et hoc quotidianus 
loquendi usus obtinuit, ut, in ecclesiam 
prodire, aut ad ecclesiam confugere, non 
dicatur, nisi quod ad locum ipsum parie- 
tesque prodierit, vel confugerit, quibus 
ecclesia congregatio continetur.’ Quest. 
super Levit. 1. 111. c. 57. By these words 
it is certain, that in St. Augustin’s time, 
they used the word ecclesia, as we do now 
the Church, for a place set apart for the 
worship of God ; and it is also certain 
that those of the Greek Church did use 
éxxAncia in the same sense, as Eusebius 
speaking of the flourishing times of the 
Church, before the persecution under Dio- 
clesian, says, the Christians pendauas ere 
Tog Waras oinodounuacty dponovprevos evecing Big 
Tharos ave wWaoug ras ardrers ex Oeuertov 
avicrov éxxanciag, Hist. 1. viii. c. 1. And 


St. Chrysostom: Ei yap éxxAnciay xata- 
cua bas yaremdy nat dvdciov, ®oAAG MLaAAgV 
yady Trevrariney’ nal yae avIewmros EXKAnciag 
cevorecoy. Hom. 26. ad Epist. in Rom. 
Butit is notsocertain that the apostle used 
éxxAncia in that sense; nor is it certain 
that there were any houses set apart for 
the worship of God in the apostles’ times, 
which then could be called by that name. 
For Isidorus Pelusiota expressly denies 
it, and distinguishes between éxxAncia and 
éuxanciaornesov, after this manner: “AAdo 
éotly éxurnoia ual aAAo ExnAnctacThesoy A 
Mev yar ex TaV duduav Luymy cuvErrnxEe, TO 
Y dams AiOov nat Zdrwy olnodouerrat. And thus 
he proveth this distinction : “Qeaep yae 
BAAO tort Ouciarrheiwov xat adro Buca, rat 
&NA0 Ouperarnpiov Kal AAO Supiamen, nal dAro 
Rovareurngroy xat cro Bourne 7d prey yae Tov 
Tomov ev w cuvedeevouct ranvies, 1 SE Tove Bov- 
Agvoprévous avdeas, vig ual 6 xivduv0s Kab hn ow- 
Tnpia avhner orm wal emt Tov ExxAnoiacrn- 
elou xat rig éxxAnctac. Then he concludes, 
that in the apostles’ times there were no 
éxudnoacrhpia : “Emt pty trav ’Agorronwy, 
Ore f ExxAncia Endua pucy Xaclopact mvEULae 
vinci, EBeve 38 modstela Aaemed, EXXANTIA- 
ornere oux nv. Epist. 246. lL. il. 


+ Thus Origen for the most part speaks 
of the Church in the plural number, ai 
ExnAncias. 
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called a Church, (Rom. xvi. 5.) as the Church in the house of 
Priscilla and Aquila, (1 Cor. xvi. 19.)* the Church in the house 
of Nymphas, (Col. iv. 15.) the Church in the house of Phile- 
mon; (Phil. 2.) which Churches were nothing else but the 
believing and baptized persons of each family, with such as 
they admitted and received into their house to join in the wor- 
ship of the same God. 

Again, When the Scripture speaketh of any country where 
the Gospel had been preached, it nameth always by way of 
plurality the Churches of that country, as the Churches of 
Judea, of Samaria and Galilee, the Churches of Syria and of 
Cilicia, the Churches of Galatia, the Churches of Asia, the 
Churches of Macedonia.t But notwithstanding there were 
several such Churches or congregations of believers in great 
and populous cities, yet the Scriptures always speak of such 
congregations in the notion of one Church: as when. St. Paul 
wrote to the Corinthians, “ Let your women keep silence in 
the Churches,” (1 Cor. xiv. 34.) yet the dedication of the 
Epistle is, “ Unto the Church of God which is at Corinth.” 
(1 Cor. i. 2.) So we read not of the Churches, but the Church 
at Jerusalem, the Church at Antioch, the Church at Cesarea, 
the Church at Ephesus, the Church of the Thessalonians, the 
‘Church of Laodicea, the Church of Smyrna, the Church of 
Pergamus, the Church of Thyatira, the Church of Sardis, the 
Church of Philadelphia.t From whence it appeareth that a 
collection of several congregations, every one of which is in 
some sense a Church, and may be called so, is properly one 
Church by virtue of the subordination of them all in one go- 
vernment under one ruler. For thus in those great and popu- 
lous cities where Christians were very numerous, not only those 
of several Churches within the cities, but all those also in the 
adjacent parts, were united under the care and inspection of 
one bishop, and therefore was accounted one Church; the 
number of the Churches following the number of the angels, 
that is, the rulers of them, as is evident in the Revelation. 

Now as several Churches are reduced to the denomination 
of one Church, in relation to the single governor of those many 
Churches ; so all the Churches of all cities and all nations in 
the world may be reduced to the same single denomination, in 
relation to one supreme governor of them all, and that one 


* St. Chrysostom observeth of Priscilla 
and Aquila: OSrw yde ticay eddoupor, we 
Ral THY Olxbay ExXAnciav qonoat, Wa TE TOD 
WAVTAS Toincas MioroVG, Hat Sia Tov ToIG Lévorg 
avrny avortat macw. Homil. 30. in Epist. ad 
Romanes. 

+ Gal. 22. Acts, 1,81, F Cox. xvi. 
1.19. Rev. i. 11. 1 Thess. ii.14. 2 Cor. 
will, 1. Gal..t. 2 

+ Acts Vili. Te Xb eoh XB bey De BVe Se 
xviii. 22. xx. 17.2 Thess i. 1, Col..iv. 


16. Rev. ii. 8. 12. 18. iii. 1.7.14. And 
thus after they grew yet far more numer- 
ous in the time of Clemens bishop of 
Rome : ‘H ixxAncta rot Od h wagonodon 
‘Panv, TH exnrnola rod @eod magoinoion KS~ 
pide. Prowm. Ep. 1. So after him Lgna- 
tius : TH éxxAncia th dfiopanaglorw tH oven 
&v "Edécw tig “Aciac. Prowm. LEpist. ad 
Ephes. and : éunaAncla ayia ri oven ev Tpar- 
recw. Prowm. Epist. ad Trall. And so 
the rest. 
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governor is Christ, the Bishop of our souls. Wherefore the 
apostle, speaking of that in which all Churches do agree, com- 
prehendeth them all under the same appellation of one Church ; 
and therefore often by the name of Church* are understood 
all Christians whatsoever belonging to any of the Churches 
dispersed through the distant and divided parts of he world. 
For the single persons professing faith in Christ are members 
of the particular Churches in which they live, and all those 
particular Churches are members of the general and universal 
Church, which is one by unity of aggregation ; and this is the 
Church in the CREED which we believe, and which is in other 
Creeds, expressly termed one,t I believe in one holy catholick 
Church. 

It will therefore be farther necessary for the understanding 
of the nature of the Church which is thus one, to consider in 
what that unity doth consist. And being it is an aggregation 
not only of many persons, but also of many congregations, the 
unity thereof must consist in some agreement of them all, and 
adhesion to something which is one. If then we reflect upon 
the first Church again, which we found constituted in the Acts, 
and to which all other since have been in a manner added and 
conjoined, we may collect from their union and agreement, 
how all other Churches are united and agree. Now they were 
described to be believing and baptized persons, converted to 
the faith by St. Peter, continuing steadfastly in the apostles’ 
doctrine and fellowship, and in breaking of bread, and prayers. 
These then were all built upon the same rock, all professed 
the same faith, all received the same sacraments, all performed 
the same devotions, and thereby were all reputed members of 
the same Church. To this Church were added daily such as 
should be saved, who became members of the same Church by 
being built upon the same foundation, by adhering to the same 
doctrine, by receiving the same sacraments, by performing the 
same devotions. (Acts u, 41, 42. 44. 47.) 

From whence it appeareth that the first unity of the Church 
considered in itself, beside that of the Head, which is one 
Christ, and the life communicated from that Head, which is one 
Spirit, relieth upon the original of it, which is one; even asa 
house built upon one foundation, though consisting of many 
rooms, and every room of many stones, is not yet many, but 
one house. Now there is but one foundation upon which the 
Church is built, and that is Christ. ‘“ For other foundation 


* Matt. xvi. 18. 1 Cor. xii. 28. xv. 9. 
Gal. i. 13. Ephes. i. 22. iil. 10. 21. v. 
93. %5. 27. 29. 32. Phil. iii. 6. Col. i. 
18. 24. Heb. xii. 23. Of this, as of one 
Church, Celsus calls the Christians : tod¢ 
drs meyaang exxrnciag. Apud.Orig. |. v.§.59. 

+ So the Creeds of Epiphanius, tn An- 
corato: Thorevopev tig paiay ayiav xaGorsmie 


xa dmoorrorimay exurnoiay. §. 120, 121. So 
the Jerusalem Creed in St. Cyril. Thus 
the Nicene, with the additions of the 
Council of Constantinople : piay dylay ua- 
Dorsmiv nal aroorrorsmiv éxxanciav. Thus 
also the Alexandrian, as appeareth by 
those already quoted of Alexander, Arius, 
and Euzoius. ; 
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can no man lay than that is laid, which is Jesus Christ.” 
(1 Cor. ii. 11.) And though the apostles and the prophets be 
also termed the foundation, yet even then the unity is preserved, 
because as they are stones in the foundation, so are they united 
by one corner-stone; whereby it comes to pass that such per- 
sons as are of the Church, being “fellow-citizens with the 
saints, and of the household of God, are built upon the foun- 
dation of the apostles and prophets, Jesus Christ himself being 
the chief corner-stone, in whom all the building fitly framed 
together, groweth unto a holy temple in the Lord.” (Eph. 11. 
19-21.) This stone was “laid in Zion fora foundation, a tried 
stone, a precious corner-stone, a sure foundation :” (Isa. xxviil. 

16.) there was the first Church built; and whosoever have been, 
or ever shall be, converted to the frie Christian faith, are and 
shall be added to that Church,and laid upon the same foundation, 

which is the unity of origination.* Our Saviour gave the same 
power to all the apostles, which was to found the Church ; buthe 
gave that power to Peter, to shew the unity of the same Church. 

Secondly, The Church is therefore one, though the members 

be many, because they all agree in one bah There is “ one 
Lord and one faith,” (Eph. iv. 5.) and that “ faith once deli- 
vered to the saints,” (Jude 3.) which whosocver shall receive, 
embrace, and profess, must necessarily be accounted one in 
reference to that profession. For if a company of believers 


* Tertullian speaking of the apostles : 
‘ Ecclesias apud unamquamque civitatem 
condiderunt, a quibus traducem fidei et 
semina doctrine cetere exinde ecclesia 
mutuate sunt, et quotidie mutuantur, ut 
ecclesia fiant: ac per hoc et ipse Apo- 
stolice deputantur, ut soboles Apostoli- 
carum ecclesiarum. Omne genus ad ori- 
ginem suam censeatur necesse est. Ita- 
que tot et tante ecclesie, una est illa ab 
Apostolis prima, ex qua omnes. Sic om- 
nes prime, et Apostolice, dum una omnes 
probant unitatem : dum est illis commu- 
nicatio pacis, et appellatio fraternitatis, 
et contesseratio hospitalitatis: que jura 
non alia ratio regit quam ejusdem sacra- 
me una traditio.’ De Prescript. Heret. 

. 20. This is the Unitas Originis which 
St. Cyprian so much insists upon: ‘ Ec- 
clesia una est, que in multitudinem la- 
{ius incremento foecunditatis extenditur ; 
quomodo solis multi radii, sed lumen 
unum; et rami arboris multi, sed robur 
unum tenaci radice fundatum. Et cum 
de fonte uno rivi plurimi defluunt, nume- 
rositas licet diffusa videatur exundantis 
copia largitate, unitas tamen servatur in 
origine, kc.’ S. Cyprian. de Unitate Eccl, 
§. 4. * Loquitur Dominus ad Petrum: 
Ego tibi dico, inquit, quia tu es Petrus, et 
super istam Petram edificabo ecclesiam me- 
am, &c. Et idem post resurrectionem 


suam dicit, Pasce oves meas. Et quamvis 
Apostolis omnibus post resurrectionem 
suam parem potestatem tribuat, et dicat, 
Sicut misit me Pater, et ego mitto vos, &c. 
tamen ut unitatem manifestaret, unitatis 
ejusdem originem ab uno incipientem 
sua auctoritate disposuit. Hoc erant uti- 
que et ceteri Apostoli, quod fuit Petrus, 
pari consortio prediti, et honoris et po- 
testatis, sed exordium ab unitate profici- 
scitur, ut ecclesia una monstretur.’ Ibid. 
§. 3. “Evo dvrog ro @eov, nah evdg rov Kupiou, 
die TOTO nal TO dKews Titov MATa THY LOVE) 
ol emaverrat, plana ov apyiig Tho mids. 
Clem. Alea. Stromat. 1. vii.c. 17. This is 
very much to be observed, because that 
place of St.Cyprian is produced by the Ro- 
manists to prove the necessity of one head 
of the Church upon earth, and to shew that 
the bishop of Rome is that one head by 
virtue of his succession to St. Peter; ‘ 
whereas St. Cyprian speaketh nothing of 
any such one head, nor of any such 
succession, but only of the origination 
of the Church, which was so disposed 
by Christ, that the unity might be ex- 
pressed. For whereas all the rest of the 
apostles had equal power and honour with 
St. Peter; yet Christ did particularly 
give that power to St. Peter, to shew the 
unity of the Church which he intended to 
build upon the foundation of the apostles. 
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become a Church by believing, they must also become one 
Church by believing one truth. If they be one in respect of 
the foundation, which is ultimately one; if we look upon Christ, 
which is mediately one; if we look upon the apostles, united 
in one corner-stone; if those which believe be therefore said 
to be built upon the foundation of the apostles, because they 
believe the doctrine which the apostles preached, and the apo- 
stles be therefore said to be of the same foundation, and united 
to the corner-stone, because they all taught the same doctrine 
which they received from Christ; then they which believe the 
same doctrine delivered by Christ to all the apostles, delivered 
by all the apostles to believers, being all professors of the 
same faith, must be members of the same Church. And this 
is the unity of faith.* 

Thirdly, Many persons and Churches, howsoever distin- 
guished by time or place, are considered as one Church, be- 
cause they acknowledge and receive the same sacraments, the 
signs and badges of the people of God. When the apostles 
were sent to found and build the Church, they received this 
commission, “ Go and teach all nations, baptizing them in the 
name of the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghost.” 
(Matt. xxviii. 19.) Now as there is but *‘ one Lord,” and “one 
faith,” so also there is but “one baptism;” (Eph. iv. 5.) and 
consequently they which are admitted to it, in receiving it are 
one, Again, at the institution of the Lord’s supper Christ com- 
manded, saying, “ Eat ye all of this, drink ye all of this ;” and 
all by communicating of one, become as to that communication 
one. ‘For we being many are one bread, and one body ; for 
we are all partakers of that one bread.” (1 Cor. x. 17.) As 
therefore the Israelites “‘ were all baptized unto Moses in the 
cloud and in the sea, and did all eat the same spiritual meat, 
and did all drink the same spiritual drink,” (1 Cor. x. 2—4.) 
and thereby appeared to be the one people of God; so all be- 
lieving persons, and all Churches congregated in the name of 
Christ, washed in the same laver of regeneration, eating of the 


* Of this doth Irenzus speak, delivering 
the sum or brief abstract of the material 
object of faith: Totro +o xnpuypea mageran- 
uta, xal ravrny viv wort, hexnAnzia, xalsrep 
ev Aw TO Koopa Ssermraeuévn, Emiuerws du- 
NaAToEeL, ws Eva Olnoy olKovEH, Hal dtokwg MioTEvES 
souTois, ws pelav Luyny xal viv abriv Exoure 
xapdiav, nab cungavng tadta xuneicce, xal 
Sdarxes, nal magaddwow we Ey orm HEKTH- 
peevn. Advers. Her. 1.1. c.10. §.2. Kara 
TE GUY UMITTATW, Hata TE Eqlvoay, xara TE 
dpxiv, natd re eLoytv, pedvny elves hapeey Tiy 
aexaiay uat xadoriniy éxnAnciay sig evornra 
Tisrews pag THo MaTR Tag ilag Mabnuag, 
arrow SE kara Thy Siadinny.riv eiav Siapdeots 
TOI Xpovors, evo Tov Oeod rw Rovrsdmars, %” 
Syd Tov Kugiou cuvayouray rovg non earare- 
mayprtvous, og Meowpirey 6 Osc, Ssmatoug ero- 


paévoug ed uaTaBorts xicprov Eyvwuas. Clem. 
Alex. Stromat. |. vii. c.17.. This unity of 
faith followeth the unity of origination, 
because the true faith is the true founda- 
tion. ‘ Siqua est ecclesia, que fidem re- 
spuat, nec Apostolice predicationis fun- 
damenta possideat, deserenda est. Petra 
tua Christus est.’ S. Ambros. in Lue. lib. 
ii. cap. 9. “H yae cuvegoura viv Euxanciay, 
bg pnow 6 Wopenv, deer lorie tori. 
Clem. Alex. Stromat. 1. ii. c.12. St. Jerome 
on those words of the Psalm xxiv. 11. 
Hee est generatio querentium Dominum, 
hath this observation : ‘ Superius singu- 
lariter dixit, Hic accipiet benedictionem ; 
modo pluraliter ; quia ecclesia ex pluri- 


‘bus personis congregatur, et tamen una 


dicitur propter unitatem fidei.’ 


’ 
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same bread, and drinking of the same cup, are united in the 
same cognizance, and so known to be the same Church. And 
this is the unity of the sacraments. 

Fourthly, Whosoever belongeth to any Church is some way 
called; and all which are so, “are called in one hope of their 
calling :” (Eph. iv. 4.) the same reward of eternal life is pro- 
mised unto every person, and we all ‘through the Spirit wait 
for the hope of righteousness by faith.” (Gal. v. 5.) ‘They 
therefore which depend upon the same God, and worship him 
all for the same end, the ‘‘ hope of eternal life, which God, that 
cannot lie, promised before the world began,” (Tit. 1. 2.) hav- 
ing al] the same expectation, may well be reputed the same 
Church. And this is the unity of hope. 

Fifthly, They which are all of one mind, whatsoever the 
number of their persons be, they are in reference to that mind 
but one; as all the members, howsoever different, yet being 
animated by one soul, become one body. Charity is of a fas- 
tening and uniting nature; nor can we call those many, who 
‘endeavour to keep the unity of the Spirit in the bond of 
peace.” (Eph. iv. 3.) “ By this,” said our Saviour, “ shall all 
men know that ye are my disciples, if ye have love one to‘an- 
other.” (John xiii. 35.) And this is the unity of charity.* 

Lastly, All the Churches of God are united into one by the | 
unity of discipline and government, by virtue whereof the same 
Christ ruleth in them all. For they have all the same pastoral 
guides appointed, authorized, sanctified, and set apart, by the 
appointment of God, by the direction of the Spirit, to direct 
and lead the people of God in the same way of eternal salva- 
tion: as therefore there is no Church where there is no order, 
no ministry ;+ so where the same order and ministry are, there 
is the same Church. And this is the unity of regiment and 
discipline. f 

By these means, and for these reasons,§ millions of persons 


* <Unus Deus enim et Christus unus, 
ecclesia ejus una, fides una, et plebs in 
solidam corporis unitatem concordiz glu- 
tine copulata.’ S$. Cyprian. de Unitute 
Kecles. §. 21. 

t ‘Ecclesia non est, que non habet 
Sacerdotes.’ S.Hier. adv. Lucifer. col. 302. 
Tlavreg evrpeaertwcay roug Siaxdvous we 
"lncoby Xprorov, wal rev ewtonomwoy we Maree, 
Tous S8 wperBurépous wg cuvédgiov Oeod nak we 
civderpoy “Amorréwy. xwels ToT éxxAn- 
cia ov narsirar. S Ivnat. ad Trall. §. 3. 
To ye ey Tig ExuAnclag dyome Thy TaY EIS 
Xeiorey wicreucdvtwy Upaives wAndoyv, tepove- 
yovs TE Hal Anods, Wontvac ual SidaoxdAous, 
ual Tovg bord xEten uareCevypcévouc. S. Cyril. 
ad Js. c. xlv.17. ‘ubi interpres dgaive, 
male transtulit declurat, quod est vqo- 
paiva ; cum reddere oportuerit, connectit, 
aut contexit.’ 


¢ ‘Episcopatus unus est, cujus a sin- 
gulis in solidum pars tenetur: ecclesia 
quoque una est, que in multitudinem 
latius incremento foecunditatis extendi- 
tur.’ S. Cyprian. de Unit. Eccles. §. 4. So 
he joins these two together: ‘Cum sit a 
Christo una ecclesia per totum mundum 
in multa membra divisa, item episcopa- 
tus unus episcoporum multorum concordi 
numerositate diffusus.’ Ep. ad Antonia- 
num, |. iv. ep. 2. §. 16. al. ep, 52, 

§ These are all expressed by Tertul- 
lian: ‘ Una nobis et illis fides, unus Deus, 
idem Christus, eadem spes, eadem lava- 
cri sacramenta, semel dixerim, una ec- 
clesia sumus.’ De Virg. veland. c. 2. 
‘ Corpus sumus de conscientia religionis 
et discipline unitate et spei fodere.’ 
Apolog. c. 39. 
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and multitudes of congregations are united into one body, and 


become one Church. And thus under the name of Church, 
expressed in this Article, is understood a body, or collection, 
of human persons professing faith in Christ, gathered together 
in several places of the world for the worship of the same God, 
and united into the same corporation by the means aforesaid. 
And this I conceive sufficient to declare the true notion of the 
Church as such, which is here the object of our faith. It re- 
maineth therefore that we next consider the existence of the 
Church, which is acknowledged in the act of faith applied to 
this object: for when I profess and say, I believe a Church, it 
is not only an acknowledgment of a Church which hath been, 
or of a Church which shall be, but also of that which is. When 
I say, I believe in Christ dead, 1 acknowledge that death which 
once was, and now is not: for Christ once died, but now is 
not dead: when I say, f believe the resurrection of the body, I 
acknowledge that which never yet was, and is not now, but 
shall hereafter be. ‘Thus the act of faith is applicated to the 
object according to the nature of it; to what is already past, 
as past; to what is to come, as still to come; to that which is 
present, as it is still present. Now that which was then past, 
when the CREED was made, must necessarily be always past, 
and so believed for ever; that which shall never come to pass 
until the end of the World, when this public profession of faith 
shall cease, that must for ever be believed as still to come. 
But that which was when the CreEp began, and was to con- 
tinue till that CreEp shall end, is proposed to our belief in 
every age as being; and thus ever since the first Church was 
constituted, the Church itself, as being, was the object of the 
faith of the Church believing. 

The existence therefore of the Church of Christ (as that 
Church before is understood by us), is the continuation of it in 
an actual being, from the first collection in the apostles’ times 
unto the consummation of all things. And therefore, to make 
good this explication of the Article, it will be necessary to 


_ prove, that the Church which our Saviour founded and the 


apostles gathered, was to receive a constant and perpetual ac- 
cession, and by a successive augmentation be uninterruptedly 
continued in an actual existence of believing persons and con- 
gregations in all ages unto the end of the World. 

Now this indeed is a proper object of faith, because it is 
grounded only upon the promise of God; there can be no other 
assurance of the perpetuity of this Church, but what we have 
from him that built it. The Church is not of such a nature 
as would necessarily, once begun, preserve itself for ever. 
Many thousand persons have fallen totally and finally from the 
faith professed, and so apostatized from the Church. Many 
particular Churches have been wholly lost, many candlesticks 


have been removed; neither is there any particular Church 
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which hath any power to continue itself more or longer than 
others; and consequently, if all particulars be defectible, the 
universal Church must also be subject of itself unto the same 
defectibility. 

But though the providence of God doth suffer many parti- 
cular Churches to cease, yet the promise of the same God will 
never permit, that all of them at once shall perish. When 
Christ spake first particularly to St. Peter, he sealed his 
speech with a powerful promise of perpetuity, saying, ‘‘ Thou 
art Peter, and upon this rock will I build my Church, and the 
gates of hell shall not prevail against it.” (Matt. xvi. 18.) 
When he spake generally to all the rest of the apostles to the 
same purpose, “‘ Go teach all nations, baptizing them in the 
name of the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghost ;” 
(Matt. xxvii. 19.) he added a promise to the same effect, “‘ and 
lo, I am with you always, even to the end of the world.” (Ibid. 
20.) The first of these promises assureth us of the continuance 
of the Church, because it is built upon a rock ; for our Saviour 
had expressed this before, “ Whosoever heareth these sayings 
of mine, and doth them, I will hken him unto a wise man, 
which built his house upon a rock: and the rain descended, 
and the floods came, and the winds blew and beat upon that 
house ; and it fell not, for it was founded upon a rock.” (Matt. 
vii. 24, 25.) The Church of Christ is the House of Christ ; for 
he hath “ builded the house,” and is as a ‘‘son over his own 
house, whose house are we;” (Heb. iil. 3.6.) and as a wise 
man, he hath built his house upon arock, and what is so built 
shall not fall. ‘The latter of these promises giveth not only an 
assurance of the continuance of the Church,* but also the 
cause of that continuance, which isthe presence of Christ. 
“‘Where two or three are gathered together in the name of 
Christ, there he is in the midst of them,” (Matt. xviii. 20.) and 
thereby they become a Church ; for they are as a builded house, 
and the son within that house. Wherefore being Christ doth 
promise his presence unto the Church, even unto the end of 
the World, he doth thereby assure us of the existence of the, 
Church, until that time, of which his presence is the cause. In- 
deed, this is “‘ the city of the Lord of Hosts, the city of our 
rales dies mihi annuncia. Eviguitatem die- 


rum meorum, non eternitatem dierum 
meorum annuncia mihi. Quamdiu ero in 


* «Non deserit ecclesiam suam divina 
protectio, dicente Domino, Ecce ego vo- 
biscum omnibus diebus, &c.’ Leo Epist. 


31. St. Augustin upon those words of 
Psal. ci. Exiguitatem dierum meorum an- 
nuncia mihi, maketh the Church to speak 
these words: ‘ Quid est, quod nescio qui 
recedentes a me murmurant contra me? 
‘Quid est, quod perditi me periisse con- 
tendunt? Certe enim hoc dicunt, Quia 
fuiet non sum. Annuncia mihi eriguitaiem 
dierwm meorum. Non ate quero illos dies 
zternos; illi sine fine sunt, ubi ero ; non 
‘Ipsos quero; temporales quero, tempo- 


isto seculo, annuncia mihi, propter illos 
qui dicunt, Fuit et jam non est: propter 
illos qui dicunt, Implete sunt Scripture, 
crediderunt omnes gentes, sed apostata- 
vit, et periit ecclesia de omnibus gentibus. 
Quid est hoc, Exiguitatem dierum meorum 
unnuncia mihi? Et annunciavit, nec vacua 
fuit vox ista. Quis annunciavit mihi, nisi 
ipsa via? Quomodo annunciavit? Kece 
ego vobiscum sum usque ad consummationem 
seculi.. Serm. ii. §. 8. © 
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God, God will establish it for ever,”* (Psal. xlviii. 8.) as the 
great prophet of the Church hath said. 

Upon the certainty of this truth, the existence of the Church 
hath been propounded as an object of our faith in every age 
of Christianity; and so it shall be still unto the end of the 
World. For those which are believers are the Church; and 
therefore, if they do believe, they must believe there is a 
Church. And thus having shewn in what the nature of a 
Church consisteth, and proved that a Church of that nature is 
of perpetual and indefectible existence by virtue of the pro- 
mises of Christ, I have done all which can be necessary for the 
explication of this part of the Article, I beleve the Church. 

After the consideration of that which is the subject in this 
Article, followeth the explication of the affections thereof; 
which are two, sanctity and universality; the one attributed 
unto it by the apostles, the other by the fathers of the Church: 
by the first the Church is denominated holy, by the second 
catholick. Now the Church which we have described may be 
called holy in several respects, and for several reasons: first, 
In reference to the vocation by which all the members thereof 
are called and separated from the rest of the world to God ; 
which separation in the language of the Scriptures is a sancti- 
fication: and so the calling being holy, (for “ God hath called 
us with a holy calling,” 2 Tim. i. 9.) the body which is sepa- 
rated and congregated thereby, may well be termed holy. 
Secondly, In relation to the offices appointed and the powers 
exercised in the Church, which by their institution and opera- 
tion are holy ; that Church, for which they were appointed and 
in which they are exercised, may be called holy. Thirdly, 
Because whosoever is called to profess faith in Christ, 1s 
thereby engaged to holiness of life, according to the words of 
the apostle, ‘‘ Let every one that nameth the name of Christ 
depart from iniquity :” (2 Tim. ‘ii. 19.) for those namers of the 
name, or named by the name, of Christ, are such as called on 
his name ; and that was the description of the Church: as when 
Saul did persecute the Church, it is said he had “authority 
from the chief priests to bind all that called upon the name of 
Christ ;’ (Acts ix. 14.) and when “he preached Christ in the 
synagogues, all that heard him said, Is not this he who de- 
stroyed them which called on this name in Jerusalem?” (Ibid. 
20, 21.)t Being then all within the Church are by their pro- 
fession obliged to such holiness of life, in respect of this obli- 
gation, the whole Church may be termed ho/y. Fourthly, In 


* «Forte ista Civitas, que mundum + See 1 Cor. i. 2."Ort yae 70 dbeucua 
tenuit, aliquando evertetur. Absit. Deus  rév dylov 73 && apiig miorswg nal modiretac 
fundavit eam in eternum. Si ergo Deus — deicrng cuynexgotnuévav Exxdnola tort, SAY 
fundavit eam in eternum, quid times ne tor: rots copias yevsastvass. Isid. Pelus. 
cadat firmamentum” S, August.in Psal. Epist. 246. 1. 11. 

47. §.7. | 
at. 
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regard the end of constituting a Church in God was for the 
purchasing a holy and a precious people ; and the great design 
thereof was for the begetting and increasing holiness, that as 
God is originally holy in himself, so he might communicate his 
sanctity to the sons of men, whom he intended to bring unto 
the fruition of himself, unto which, without a previous sancti- 
fication, they can never approach, because without holiness no 
man shall ever see God. (Heb. xu. 14.) 

For these four reasons, the whole Church of God, as it con- 
taineth in it all the persons which were called to the profession 
of the faith of Christ, or were baptized in his name, may well 
be termed and believed holy. But the apostle hath delivered 
another kind of holiness, which cannot belong unto the Church 
taken in so great a latitude. ‘‘ For (saith he) Christ loved the 
Church, and gave himself for it, that he might sanctify and 
cleanse it by the washing of water by the Word, that he might 
present it to himself a glorious Church, not having spot or 
wrinkle, or any such thing, but that it should be holy and 
without blemish.” (Eph. v. 25—27.) Now though it may be 
conceived that Christ did love the whole Church, as it did any 
- way contain all such as ever called upon his name, and did 

give himself for all of them: yet we cannot imagine that the 
whole body of all men could ever be so holy, as to be without 
spot, wrinkle, blemish, or any such thing. It will be therefore 
necessary, within the great complex body of the universal 
Church, to find that Church to which this absolute holiness 
doth belong : and to this purpose it will be fit to consider both 
the difference of the persons contained in the Church, as it 
hath been hitherto described, while they continue in this life, 
and their different conditions after death ; whereby we shall at 
last discover in what persons this holiness is inherent really, 
in what condition it is inherent perfectly, and consequently in 
what other sense it may be truly and properly affirmed that the 
Church is holy. 

Where first we must observe that the Church, as it em- 
braceth all the professors of the true faith of Christ, containeth 
in it not only such as do truly believe and are obedient to the 
Word, but those also which are hypocrites, and profane. Many 
profess the faith, which have no true belief: many have some 
kind of faith, which live with no correspondence to the Gospel 
preached. Within therefore the notion of the Church are com- 
prehended good and bad, being both externally called, and 
both professing the same faith. For the kingdom of heaven is 
like unto a field in which wheat and tares grow together unto 
the harvest; like unto a net that was cast into the sea, and 
gathered of every kind ; like unto a floor in which is laid up 
wheat and chaff; like unto a marriage-feast, in which some 
have on the wedding-garment, and some not. (Matt. xii. 24. 
30. 47. iii. 12. xxii. 10.) This is that ark of Noah in which were 
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preserved beasts clean and unclean. This is that great house 
in which there are not only vessels of gold and of silver, but 
also of wood, and of earth, and some to honour, and some to 
dishonour. (2 Tim. 11. 20.)* There are ‘many called” of all 
which the Church consisteth, but there are “‘ few chosen” (Matt. 
xx. 16.) of those which are called, and thereby within the 
Church. I conclude therefore, as the ancient Catholicks did 
against the Donatists,t That within the Church, in the public 
profession and external communion thereof, are contained 
persons truly good and sanctified, and hereafter to be saved, 
and together with them other persons void of all saving grace, 
and hereafter to be damned: and that Church containing these 
of both kinds may well be called holy ; as St. Matthew (iv. 5.) 
called Jerusalem the holy city, even at that time when our Sa- 
viour did but begin to preach, when we know there was in that 
city a general corruption in manners and worship. 

Of these promiscuously contained in the Church, such as 
are void of all saving grace while they live, and communicate 
with the rest of the Church, and when they pass out of this 
life, die in their sins, and remain under the eternal wrath of 
God ; as they were not in their persons holy while they lived, 
so are they no way of the Church after their death, neither as 
members of it, nor as contained init. Through their own de- 
merit they fall short of the glory unto which they were called ; 
and being by death separated from the external communion of 
the Church, and having no true internal communion with the 
members and the head thereof, are totally and finally cut off 
from the Church of Christ. On the contrary, such as are effi- 
caciously called, justified, and sanctified, while they live are 
truly holy, and when they die are perfectly holy ; nor are they 


* «Firmissime tene et nullatenus du- with the good such as were occultly bad : 


bites, aream Dei esse ecclesiam catholi- 
cam, et intra eam usque in finem seculi 
frumento mixtas paleas contineri, hoc est, 
bonis malos sacramentorum communione 
misceri.’ Fulgent. ad Petrum, c. 43. St. 
Jerome joins these two together : ‘Arca 
Noz ecclesiz typus: ut in illa omnium 
animalium genera, ita et in hac univer- 
sarum et gentium et morum homines 
sunt ; ut ubipardus et heedi, lupus et agni, 
ita et hic justi et peccatores, id est, vasa 
aurea et argentea cum lagenis et fictilibus 
commorantur.’ Dial. contra Luciferianos, 
col. 302. 


+ The opinion of the Donatists con- 
futed by the Catholics is to be seen in 
St. Augustin’s book, intituled, Breviculum 
Collationum. Upon which reflection in 
his book, Post Collationem, he observes 
how they were forced by the testimony of 
those Scriptures which we have produced, 
to acknowledge that there were mingled 


‘Ecce etiam ipsi veritate evangelica non 
aliud coacti sunt confiteri quam malos 
occultos nunc ei permixtos esse,’ as the 
good and bad fish are taken in the same 
net, because it could not discern the bad 
from the good. And from thence he en- 
forceth from their acknowledgment, that 
those which are apparently evil, are con- 
tained in the same Church: ‘Si enim 
propterea retibus bonos et malos congre- 
gantibus ecclesiam comparavit; quia ma- 
los in ecclesia non manifestos sed latentes 
intelligi voluit, quos ita nesciunt sacerdo- 
tes, quemadmodum sub fluctibus quid 
acceperint retia nesciunt piscatores. Pro- 
pterea ergo et aree comparata est, ut 
etiam manifeste mali cum bonis in ea 
prenunciarentur futuri, Neque enim 
palea que in area est permixta frumentis, 
etiam ipsa sub fiuctibus latet, qua sic 
omnium oculis est conspicua, ut potius 
occulta sint in ea frumenta, cum sit ipsa 
manifesta,’ Lib. Post Collut. c. 9, 10. 


Bi lie 
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by their death separated from the Church, but remain united 
still by virtue of that internal union, by which they were before 
conjoined both to the members and the Head. . As therefore 
the Church is truly holy, not only by a holiness of institution, 
but also by a personal sanctity in reference to these saints 
while they live, so is it also perfectly holy, in relation to the 
same saints glorified in heaven. And at the end of the world, 
when all the wicked shall be turned into hell, and consequently 
all cut off from the communion of the Church; when the 
members of the Church remaining being perfectly sanctified, 
shall be eternally glorified, then shall the whole Church be 
truly and perfectly holy. 

Then shall that be completely fulfilled, that Christ shall 
“present unto himself a glorious Church, which shall be holy 
and without blemish.” (Eph. v. 27.) Not that there are two 
Churches of Christ: one, in which good and bad are mingled 
together; another, in which they are good alone: one, in which 
the saints are imperfectly holy; another, in which they are 
perfectly such: but one and the same Church, in relation to 
different times,* admitteth or not admitteth the permixtion of 
the wicked, or the imperfection of the godly. To conclude, 
the Church of God is universally holy in respect of all, by in- 
stitutions and administrations of sanctity ; the same Church is 
really holy in this world, in relation to all godly persons con- 
tained in it, by a real infused sanctity ; the same is farther yet 
at the same time perfectly holy, in reference to the saints de- 
parted and admitted to the presence of God; and the same 
Church ‘shall hereafter be most completely holy in the world 
to come, when all the members actually belonging to it, shall 
be at once perfected in holiness and completed in happiness. 
And thus I conceive the affection of the sanctity sufficiently 
explicated. 

The next affection of the Church is that of universality, I 
believe the holy catuoutcK Church. Now the word catholick, 
as itis not read in the Scriptures, so was it not anciently in 
the Creep (as we have already shewn), but being inserted by 
the Church, must necessarily be interpreted by the sense which 
the most ancient fathers had of it,and that sense must be con- 
firmed, so far as it is consentient with the Scriptures. To grant 
then that the word was not used by the apostles,+ we must 


* This was it which the Catholicks an- 
swered to the Donatists, objecting that 
they made two distinct Churches: ‘ De 
duabus etiam ecclesiis calumniam eorum 
catholici refutarunt, identidem expressius 
ostendentes quid dixerint, id est, non eam 
ecclesiam, que nunc habet permixtos 
malos, alienam se dixisse a regno Dei, 
ubi non erunt mali commixti; sed eandem 
ipsam unam'et sanctam ecclesiam nunc 
esse aliter, tunc autem aliter futuram ; 


nunc habere malos mixtos, tunc non ha- 
bituram ; sicut nunc mortalem, quod ex 
mortalibus constaret hominibus, tunc au- 
tem immortalem, quod in ea nullus esset 
vel corpore moriturus: sicut non ideo duo 
Christi, quia prior mortuus postea non 
moriturus.’ S. August. Brevicul. Collat. 
tertit diet, c. 10. 

+ It was the ordinary objection of the 
schismatical Novatians, that the very 
name of Catholics was never used by the 
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also acknowledge that it was most anciently in use among the 
primitive fathers, and that as to several intents. For, first, 
they called the Epistles of St. James, St. Peter, St. John, St. 
Jude, the catholick Epistles,* because when the Epistles writ- 
ten by St. Paul were directed to particular Churches congre- 
gated in particular cities, these were either sent to the Churches 
dispersed through a great part of the world, or directed to the 
whole church of God upon the face of the whole earth. Again, 
we observe the fathers to use the word catholick for nothing 
else but general or universal, in the originary or vulgar sense: 
as the catholick resurrection, is, the resurrection of all men; 
the catholick opinion, the opinion of all men.t Sometimes it 
was used as a word of state, signifying an officer which col- 
lected the emperor’s revenue in several provinces, united into 
one diocess; who, because there were particular officers be- 
longing to the particular provinces, and all under him, was 
therefore called the Catholicus,{ as general Procurator of them 


apostles, and the answer to it by the Ca- 
tholics was by way of concession: ‘Sed 
sub Apostolis, inquies,nemo Catholicus vo- 
cabatur; Esto, sic fuerit, vel illud indulge, 
&c.’ Pacian. ad Sympronianum, Epist. 1. 

* So St. Jerome of St. James: ‘ Unam 
tantum scripsit epistolam, que de septem 
catholicis est:’ of St. Peter: ‘Scripsit 
duas epistolas, que catholice nominan- 
tur: of St. Jude: ‘Judas frater Jacobi 
parvam quidem, que de septem catholi- 
cis est, epistolam reliquit,’ This there- 
fore was the common title of these epis- 
tles in St. Jerome’s time among the La- 
tins, and before among the Greeks, as 
appeareth by Eusebius: Toavta xai ra 
xaTd Tov ldnwBov, ov mewrn TaV Gvopral omré- 
you naOorrnav Emiororay Elvar AEyETas loréoy 
38 wo vobeveTas Keév’ oD TOAAS youv TAY Marat 
autig Euyndvevrav, mg ovde Thg AEyoreévng 
Jovda, raig ual avrig ovens Trav Emre Kabo- 
Away. Hist. 1. i. c. 23. The same was 
in use before the time of Eusebius, as ap- 
peareth by Dionysius bishop of Alexan- 
dria: ‘O 32 edayyersorig ovde Tig xaborrniic 
Emiaroans weotyearlev avTov 1d dvona. Euseb. 
Hist. 1. vii. c. 25. and before him, as ap- 
peareth by Origen: Asdregoy 3¢ xara Maexov, 
wo Tléreog ipnyncaro avtw monhcavTa, wv nat 
viv éy 77 Haborsun EmioroAH did ToUTOV wpeods- 
ynoe. Euseb. Hist. |.vi.c. 25. Thus anciently 
epistola catholica was used for a general 
epistle: Kaorsmal d€ exanOnoav, éareday ov 
meds kv BOvec éyedpneray, wo ub rod TavAou, 
aAAG uabdrov ede mavra. Leontius de Sectis, 
Act. 2. and so continued, not only in re- 
Jation to the Scriptures, but to the epis- 
tles of others, as Eusebius of Dionysius 
bishop of Corinth: Xencipararey amaciy 
EauToy uabloras ey aio DarerumoUTO uaboriKate 
mpog TxS Exxrnriag emsororats Hist. Kecl. 
Fa diss, 2555 


+ So Justin Martyr: Meré tatra viv 
naborruny nal (cuoveddvts paver) aloviay op.oOv- 
paddy Gua wWavToY dvactarw yevncerbat rat 
xpiow. Dial. adv. Tryph. p. 508. and Theo- 
philus Antiochenus: “Ors Sduvaris tory 6 
Oste wottioat thy naborAsuny avacracW array- 
sav avOewnwy. Ad Autol. 1. i. pe 78. So 
Tertullian uses catholice for ex toto: ‘Ab 
eo permittatur vel imperetur necesse est, 
catholice fieri hec, a quo et ex parte.” De 
Fuga in Pers. c. 3. And for generaliter: 
‘ Etsi quedam inter domesticos dissere- 
bant, non tamen ea fuisse credendum est, 
que aliam regulam fidei superducerent, 
diversam et contrariam illi quam catho- 
lice in medium proferebant.’ De Prescr. 
adv. Her. c. 96. ‘Hee itaque dispecta 
totum ordinem Dei Judicis operarium et 
(ut dignius dixerim) protectorem catho- 
lice et summe illius bonitatis ostendunt,’ 
1. il. adv. Marcion. c. 17. So he calls 
Christ, ‘catholicum patris sacerdotem.’ 
l.iv.c.9. Origen against Celsus: Ka@o- 
Axa dmopnyapevog Oey ovdeva meds avOew- 
Tous naTeArndrvbEvat, h @eovd maida, |. v. §. 2 
which he expounds immediately by xa6¢- 
Aov Aeneypeévov. SO he speaks of xaborsnoy 
Kéagou fevdoc, and év +a xaborsxo meg? mray- 
THY THY TH TATA TneovyTey Emaivw. |. Vv. §. 
26. So Justin Martyr: “Ayynetiay rote 
per avtorvg tig uaborintic S0Eng avéraPov. 
De Monarch, Dei, p. 103. 

t We read in the old Glossary, xaGor- 
x0¢ rationalis, that is, the receiver of the 
imperial revenue ; not that it signifies so 
much of itself, but because he was the 
general receiver, and so not for receiving 
or accounting, but for the generality of 
his accounts in respect of others who were 
inferior, and whose receipts and accounts 
were more particular; therefore he was 
called Catholicus, who by the Latins was 
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all, from whence that title was by some transferred upon the 
Christian patriarchs. 

When this title is attributed to the Church, it hath not al- 
ways the same notion or signification: for when by the Church, 
is understood the house of God, or place in which the worship 
of God is performed, then by the catholick Church is meant no 
more than the common Church, into which all such persons 
as belonged to that parish in which it was built were wont to 
congregate. For where monasteries were in use, as there were 
separate habitations for men, and distinct for women, so were 
there also Churches for éach distinct; and in the parishes, 
where there was no distinction of sexes, as to the habitation, 
there was a common Church which received them both, and 
therefore called catholick.* 

Again, When the Church is taken for the persons making 
profession of the Christian faith, the catholick is often added 
in opposition to heretics and schismatics, expressing a parti- 
cular Church continuing in the true faith with the rest of the 
Church of God,} as the catholick Church in Smyrna, the ca- 


tholick Church in Alexandria. 


properly styled Procurator summe@ rei, or 
Rationalis summarum. Thus Constantine 
signified to Cecilianus bishop of Car- 
thage, that he had written to his Procura- 
tor-general to deliver him monies: "Edexa 
Yedpapaares mos Oveooy ov Siaonpaoreroy Ha- 
Oorsnov rhe "Apeuniic, nal EdnAwoe adTo, OWS 
Tea iAlous Porsic rn oh orEppornTt dap Oaii- 
cas peovricn. Euseb. Hist.1.x.c.6. And in 
the same manner to Eusebius: ’Avécraa- 
ward yeaupata raed TG hyaeTéeag myneps~ 
Tnr0¢ mea roy rie Siannoews xaborrnor, omwe 
BMAvra Te Wess THY EMITKEUNY AUTOY EmiThdesee 
magary ety peovriceiev. Idem, de Vita Con- 
stant. leiv. c. 36. and Socr. Hist. Eccl. 1. i. 
c. 9. So Suidas: *EmereAn “IovAsavod rots 
Tapabatou meds Tlogpvgsov xaborrxdy? which 
is the thirty-sixth of his epistles extant. 
This Rationalis summarum was by the 
Greeks expressed thus either by one word, 
xaOorsnoc, or by more to the same purpose. 
So Dio Cocceianus speaking of Aurelius 
Eubulus : Tovs vag 3% xabdrou Abyous EMtTE- 
Teapnprkyoc, ovdey o, Tt ove edhyucuev. im Eacerp. 
1. Ixxix. So Porphyrius : “Qere wat Oav- 
pactov Twos Tovvopace tqscenboyvroc rave wabo- 
Aou Adyous WeAaTrTovrs. in Vita Plotin. So 
Dionysius of Alexandria speaketh of Ma- 
crianus, who was Pr ocurator summe ret 
to the emperor Valerianus : “Og mpéregov 
ey emt ray naborov Adywv Agyomevos sivas Ba~ 
wiAéws, ovdév EVACyoy (alluding to Aoyov) oues 
xaborsxov (alluding - to xaBcrsv) Eppomeey, 
aA’ vaomemraney den meogntinn 7% Aeyouon* 
obatt TOG mpopnrevov7 iy amo xapdiag AUT oY nat 
7 uaborou pe Brzmovow" ob yae ovine vi 
uabdrou mpavouy, oves Thy ugiowy | LMEETO Tov 
mo mavrayv wat Sd wavrov net emt qwacs 3b0 


nat neborniis abrov EunArncias yéyove org toc, 
Euseb. Hist. }. vii. c. 10. 

* Thus éxxdrcia xabodsx%i is often to 
be understood, especially in the latter 
Greeks, for the common or parochial 
Church. As we read in Codinus de Offi- 
ciis Constant. c. 1. ‘O Zanedrriou riv évoxiy 
Exov ray naOordinay exxanoiav. And again: 
“O "Aeyav Tay Exudnordav EXwv Thy evoxty TaD 
xLOoruaiv EMMANTIGY ETA MeoTeomIG TOU Ta~ 
nerariov. Ibid. So likewise Balsamon : 
AtyeTas Tanerrdproc 0 Tav provarTnerav dtos- 
uNTIHC, WO 6 LaxedAiou vmonogiotinag o Tay 
xabormay EnxAnciay peovriorns. lib. vii. Juris 
Grecorum. . Where appeareth a manifest 
distinction of the monastic and the catho- 
lic Churches. Hence Alexius, patriarch 
of Constantinople, complaineth of such 
as frequented the private Chapels, and 
avoided the common Churches, describ- 
ing those persons in this manner: Tatpi- 
apx Kes oravpomnylos 1 Hab emirxomsnoic 
Sappodvres, Tag naOorinag maparrovmevot, ua 
Tay emt Tavross cUVaeEwV uaraeovortes. I. 
iv. Juris Grecorum. 

+ As the Smyrmeans spake in Eusebius 
of Polycarpus: Tevojcevog éarionomos rhig év 
Suavpyn xaboriniic exnanoias. 1. iv. c.15. So 
uabormy exxancia h ev Aregavdpela, in Epi- 
phanius, Her. lxix.§.1. Thus Gregory 
Nazianzen begins his own last will: Tpn- 
yoeios emtrnomos Tig xabortntic ExxAnciag Tig 
év Kavoravriveu monet, in which he bequeaths 
his estate, th dyla naborsun éxxAancia rn Ev 
Nefiay@@, and subscribes it after the same 
manner of words in which he began it, 
and so the rest of the bishops which sub- 
scribed as witnesses, “Aupiardytog émiono- 
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Now being these particular Churches could not be named 
catholick as they were particular, in reference to this or that 
city in which they were congregated, it followeth that they 
were called catholick by their coherence and conjunction with 
that Church, which was properly and originally called so ;* 
which is the Church taken in that acceptation, which we have 
already delivered. That Church which was built upon the 
apostles as upon the foundation, congregated by their preach- 
ing and by their baptizing, received continued accession, and 
disseminated in several parts of the earth, containing within 
it numerous Congregations, all which were truly called Churches, 
as members of the same Church; that Church, I say, was after 
some time called the catholick (eras that is to say, the name 
catholick was used by the Greeks to signify the whole. For 
being every particular congregation professing the name of 
Christ; was from the beginning called a Church; being like- 
wise all such congregations considered together were Origi- 
nally comprehended under the name of the Church; being 
these two notions of the word were different, it came to pass 
that for distinction-sake at first they called the Church, taken 
in the large and comprehensive sense, by as large and com- 


prehensive a name, the catholick Church.+ 


grog Tig nabodintig Exadnoiag Tig Ev ‘Inoviw. 
"Omriwos Emlionomos Tig nate AvTioyeiay ua- 
Oorrntic éxsAnclac. @Qeoddctog éwloxomos Tig 
xabormng eunanciag Tig ev “Ldn. Oeddovrog 
imicnomes Tig aylag naboriniic ExnrAnclag rhs 
kare “Agratiav, @suirriog emionomos rng 
xaborinng Exnanclag tig naa “ASpravovrroniy. 
In the same manner speak the Latins: 
‘ Kodem itaque tempore in ecclesia Hip- 
ponensi catholica Valerius Sanctus epi- 
scopatum gerebat.’ Possidius de Vita Au- 
gust. c. 4. Thus any particular true 
Church is called the catholic Church of 
the place in which itis; and all Churches 
which retain the catholic faith, are called 
catholic Churches. As when the Synod 
of Antioch concluded their sentence 
against the Samosatenians thus: xai é- 
cat at naborsmat Ennrnolet cupepavouriy hrty. 
According to which notion we read in Leo 
the Great: ‘ Ad venerationem Pentecos- 
tes unanimiter incitemur exsultantes in 
honorem S. Spiritus, per quem omnis ec- 
clesia catholica sanctificatur, omnis anima 
rationalis imbuitur.’ Serm. 1. de Pentec. 
c. 3. Whence we read in the Synod of 
Arminum: Eig +o aird wavrec émlouoman 
cuvnrdouer, iva ual hn miorig THs uaborreng éx- 
xAnciag yyweicOn, wat of Tavavtia deovoryTEes 
exdnao yevovra although in Athanasius, 
lib. de Synod. Theodoret, Hist. Eccl. 1. i. 
c. 15. and Socrates, Hist. Eccl. 1. ii. c. 37. 
it be constantly written, rig uaborsniig ex- 
xAnciac, yet St. Hilary did certainly read 
it, tate xa9orAmats éxxAnciass, for it is thus 
translated in his Fragments: ‘ Ut fides 


clarescerét omnibus ecclesiis catholicis, 
et heretici noscerentur.’ Frag. vili. From 
whence it came to pass, that in the same 
city heretics and catholics having their 
several congregations, each of which was 
called the Church, the congregation of the 
catholics was by way of distinction called 
the Catholic Church. Of which this was the 
old advice of St. Cyril of Jerusalem: "Ay 
ore emidneatig év WoAECt, (ii amnaic egerads 
TOU TO Kugiandy sort wat vag ab roma ray 
aceboy aigereis Kugtane Th ELUTOV COrNAaIw 
MaAELY EMyEreovor pande WOU Eoriy amrwe 
ExXAngia, GAAS Tov éoriv n naOo\iKy ExnAncta, 
Catech. xviii. §. 12. ‘Ego forte ingressus 
populosam urbem hodie, cum Marcionitas, 
cum Apollinaricos, Catapbrygas, Nova- 
tianos, et ceeteros ejusmodi comperissem, 
qui se Christianos vocarent, quo cogno- 
mine congregationem mez plebis agno- 
scerem, nisi catholica diceretur ”’ Pacian. 
ad Symp. Ep. 1. ‘ Tenet postremo ipsum 
catholice nomen, quod non sine causa 
ista ecclesia sola obtinuit, ut cum omnes 
heretici se catholicos dici velint, que- 
renti tamen peregrino alicui, ubi ad ca- 
tholicam conveniatur, nullus hereticorum 
vel Basilicam suam vel domuin audeat 
ostendere.’ S. August. cont. Epist. Funda- 
menti, c. 4. 

* «Nonne appellatione propria decuit 
caput principale signari?’ Pacianus, ad 
Symp. Ep. 1. 

+ I conceive at first there was no other 
meaning in the word xaSoaix% than what 
the Greek language did signify thereby, 
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Athough this seem the first intention of those which gave 
the name catholick to the Church, to signify thereby nothing 
else but the whole or universal Church; yet those which fol- 
lowed, did signify by the same that affection of the Church, 
which floweth from the nature of it, and may be expressed by 
that word. At first they called the whole Church catholick, 
meaning no more than the universal Church; but having used 
that term some space of time, they considered how the nature 
of the Church was to be universal, and in what that universality 
did consist. 

As far then as the ancient fathers have expressed themselves, 
and as far as their expressions are agreeable with the descrip- 
tions of the Church delivered in the Scriptures, so far, I con- 
ceive, we may safely conclude that the Church of Christ is 
truly catholick, and that the truly catholick Church is the true 
Church of Christ, which must necessarily be sufficient for the 
explication of this affection, which we acknowledge when we 
say, we believe the catholick Church. 

-The most obvious and most general notion of this catholic- 
ism consisteth in the diffusiveness of the Church, grounded 
upon the commission given to the builders of it, “‘ Go teach all 
nations,” whereby they and their successors were authorized 
and empowered to gather congregations of believers, and so to 
extend the borders of the Church unto the utmost parts of the 
earth. The synagocue of the Jews especially consisted of one 
nation, and the public worship of God was confined to one 
country, “In Judah was God known, and his name was great 
in Israel; in Salem was his tabernacle, and his dwelling-place 
in Sion.” (Psal. Ixxvi. 1, 2.) “He shewed his word unto Jacob, 
his statutes and his judgments unto Israel; he hath not dealt 
so with any nation.” (Psal. cxlvii. 19.) The temple was the 
only place in which the sacrifices could be offered, in which 
the priests could perform their offices of ministration; and so 
under the Law there was an enclosure divided from all the world 
besides. But God said unto his Son, “‘I will give thee the 
heathen for thine inheritance, and the utmost parts of the earth 


notion seemeth most clear: “H éxxAncia 


that is, tota or universa; as St. Augustin: 
TOU Osod n wapomovon Servevay +h mapoxovon 


“Cum dixisset desuper contexta, addidit 


per totum. Quod si referamus ad id quod 
significat, memo ejus est expers qui per- 
tinere invenitur ad totum: a quo toto, 
sicut Greca indicat lingua, catholica vo- 
catur ecclesia.’ Tract. in Ioan. 118. §. 4. 
The most ancient author that I find it in 
(except Ignatius : “Omou ay pavi 6 Emicxo- 
mos, eutt +d WAG Eorw, Howes Oo avn 
Xpiords "Incode, ened h naborsni éxxancia. Ep. 
ad Smyrn@os, §. 8.) is Clemens Alexan- 
drinus: Mévny eivat papeev thy dexyaiay xat 
uaborimiy éxxdanciay. Strom. 1. vii. c. 17. 
But the passion of Polycarpus, written in 
the name of the Church of Smyrna, may 
be much ancienter, in which the original 


éy DidomsAlw, wal Waoass Talo uate wavTa 
wémov Tig aylag uaborLung ExKAnTI2g TaposKt- 
aig, 1 €. omnibus totius ecclesie pareciis. 
Euseb. Hist. Eecl. 1. ive c.°15." Le was 
otherwise called in the same notion 4 xa- 
Oorov. As Apollinarius bishop of Hiera- 
polis: Tiv 3é xa8drou xal macay viv bad Toy 
ovgavoy exxAnclay Bracpnecety SidacKovros Tov 
arnuIadicévoy mveyuaros. Apud Euseb. 
Hist. Eccl. 1. v. c. 16. And Eusebius : 
Tleores dé eg avEnow wai préyedos, del nara ra 
aura ual woavtwg Exouca 4 THG nabdAcU Kat 
petvng adnbodg exnanciag Aapmestng. Hist. |. 
iv.c. 7. KaOorm then and fh xa8daou is 
the same, the whole, general, or universal. 


THE HOLY CATHOLICK CHURCH. 521 


for thy possession.” (Psal. ii. 8.) And Christ commanded the 
apostles, saying, ““Go ye into all the world and preach the 
gospel to every creature:” (Mark xvi. 15.) ‘‘ that repentance 
and remission of sins should be preached in his name among 
all nations, beginning at Jerusalem.” (Luke xxiv. 47.) Thus 
the Church of Christ, in its primary institution, was made to 
be of a diffusive nature, to spread and extend itself from the 
city of Jerusalem, where it first began, to all the parts and 
corners of the earth. From whence we find them in the Re- 
velation crying to the Lamb, “ Thou wast slain, and hast re- 
deemed us to God by thy blood, out of every kindred, and 
tongue, and people, and nation.” (Rev. v. 9.) This reason did 
the ancient fathers render why the Church was called catholick ;* 
and the nature of the Church is so described in the Scriptures. 

Secondly, They call the Church of Christ the catholick 
Church, because it teacheth all things which are necessary for 
a Christian to know, whether they be things in heaven or things 
in earth, whether they concern the condition of man in this 
life or in the life to come. As the Holy Ghost did lead the 
apostles “into all truth,” (John xvi. 13.) so did the apostles 
leave all truth unto the Church, which teaching all the same, 
may be well called catholick, from the universality of necessary 
and saving truths retained in it.t 

Thirdly, The Church hath been thought fit to be called 
catholick in reference to the universal obedience which it pre- 
scribeth; both in respect of the persons, obliging-men of all 
conditions ;{ and in relation to the precepts, requiring the per- 
formance of all the evangelical commands.§. 


* We have before observed of Arius  dicitur catholica, pro eo quod universali- 


and Euzoius, that naming the catholic 
Church in their Creed, they gave withal 
the interpretation of it: El¢ piay xaboriniy 
ExxAnciay Tov Osod, Tiv amd Weearaw Ewe qWe- 
eatav, St. Cyril of Jerusalem gives this 
as the first importance of the word: Ka- 
Borsuy prev ovv wargirar: Sia 7d nara macne 
Elves Tig oimoupeévns dro WEeAT WV Yhs Ems qeed= 
roy. Catech. xviii. §.11. ‘ Ubi ergo erit 
proprietas catholici nominis, cum inde 
dicta sit catholica, quod sit rationabilis et 
ubique diffusa?’ Optatus, l.ii.c. 1. ‘Ipsa 
est enim ecclesia catholica: unde xaSorrny 
Greece appellatur, quod per totum orbem 
diffunditur.’ S. August. Epist. 170. al. 52. 
§. 1. ‘Ecclesia illa est, quam modo dixi 
unicam suam: hee est unica catholica, 
que toto orbe copiose diffunditur, que us- 
que ad ultimas gentes crescendo porri- 
gitur.’ Idem, Epist. 120. al. 140. §. 43. 
*Si autem dubitas quod ecclesiam, que 
per omnes gentes numerositate copiosa 
dilatatur, S. Scriptura commendat, multis 
et manifestissimis testimoniis ex eadem 
auctoritate prolatis onerabo.’ Idem, contra 


Crescon. |. i. c. 33, ‘Sancta ecclesia ideo 


ter per omnem mundum sit diffusa.’ Isi- 
dorus Hispal. de Eccles. et Heres. 1. i. Sen- 
tent. c. 19. 

+ This is the second interpretation de- 
livered by St. Cyril: Kal da 70 diddoxew 
HADOAMBS Kab AVEAAELTAS KTavTA Te Elo yva- 
ow avOpararay EAGEty OpetrovTa Soypara meet TE 
Oparay rat doparav meayudray Emoveaviay TE 
ual ervysiov, Catech. xviii. §. 11. ‘ Ecclesia 
Grecum nomen est, quod in Latinum 
vertitur convocatio, propterea quod ad se 
omnes vocet. Catbolica (id est, univer- 
salis) ideo dicitur, quia per universum 
mundum est constituta, vel quoniam 
catholica, hoc est, generalis in eadem doc- 
trina est ad instructionem.’ In Decret. 
Ivo. par. iii. de Eccles. c. 3. 

+ This is the third interpretation of St. 
Cyril: Kat %&& 10 wav yévos dvSedmay eto 
eUrePesay UmoTaccew, aeyivTwy TE Kal aeyo- 
feévan, Aoyiwy ve xat iwray. Caltech. xviii. 
ane 

§ ‘Si reddenda catholici vocabuli ratio 
est, et exprimenda de Greco interpreta- 
tione Latina, catholicus ubique unum, vel 
(ut doctiores putant) obedientia omnium 
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Fourthly, The Church hath been yet farther called or reputed 


catholick,* by reason all graces are given in it, whereby all dis- 
eases of the soul are healed, and spiritual virtues are dissemi- 
nated, all the works and words and thoughts of men are re- 
gulated, till we become perfect men in Christ Jesus. 

In all these four acceptations did some of the ancient fathers 
understand the Church of Christ to be catholick, and every one 
of them doth certainly belong unto it. Wherefore I conclude 
that this catholicism, or second affection, of the Church, con- 
sisteth generally in universality, as embracing all sorts of 
persons, as to be disseminated through all nations, as compre- 
hending all ages, as containing all necessary and saving truths, 
as obliging all conditions of men to all kinds of obedience, as 

curing all diseases, and planting all graces in the souls of men. 

The necessity of believing the holy catholick Church, appear- 
eth first in this, that Christ hath appointed it as the only way 
unto eternal life. We read at the first, that “the Lord added 
daily to the Church such as should be saved ;” (Acts ii. 47.) 
and what was then daily done, hath been done since continual- 
ly. Christ never appointed two ways to heaven; nor did he 
build a Church to save some, and make another institution for 
other men’s salvation. ‘‘There is none other name under 
heaven given among men whereby we must be saved, but the 
name of Jesus ;” (Acts iv. 12.)+ and that name is no otherwise 
given under heaven than in the Church. As none were saved 


nuncupatur, mandatorum scilicet Dei. 
Unde Apostolus, Si in omnibus obedientes 
estis ; et iterum, Sicut enim per inobedien- 
tiam unius peccatores constituti sunt multi, 
sic per dicto-audientiam unius justi consti- 
tuentur multi. Ergo qui catholicus, idem 
justi obediens.’ Pacianus Epist. 1. ad 
Sympron. ‘ Acutum aliquid videris dicere, 
cum catholice nomen non ex totius orbis 
communione interpretaris, sed ex obser- 
vatione preceptorum omnium divinorum 
atque omnium sacramentorum: quasi nos 
etiam, si forte hinc sit appellata catholica, 
quod totum veraciter teneat, cujus veritatis 
nonnull particule etiam in diversis in- 
veniuntur hzresibus, hujus nominis testi- 
monio nitamur ad demonstrandam eccle- 
siam in omnibus gentibus, et non pro- 
missis Dei et tam multis tamque mani- 
festis oraculis ipsius veritatis. Sed nempe 
hoc est totum, quod nobis persuadere 
conaris, solos remansisse Rogatistas, qui 
catholici recte appellandi sunt ex observa- 
tione preceptorum omnium divinorum 
atque omnium sacramentorum.’ S. August. 
Vincentio, Epist. 48. al. 93. §. 23. Indeed 
this notion of the Catholic Church was 
urged by the Donatists as the only notion 
of it in opposition to the universality of 
place and communion. For when the 
Catholics answered for themselves : ‘Quia 


ecclesie toto orbe diffuse, cui testimo- 
nium perhibet Scriptura divina, ipsi, non 
Donatiste, communicant, unde Catholici 
merito et sunt et vocantur: Donatiste 
autem responderunt, Non Catholicum 
nomen ex universitate gentium, sed ex 
plenitudine sacramentorum institutum.’ 
Idem, Brevicul. collat. tertii diei, c. 3. 

* Thisis the fourth and last explication 
given by St. Cyril: Ard 70 naborrnac tae 
Teaver prey ual Segameve Borav Td Tay drap~ 
Tiay eldog, Tay Od Luytic nat capearas Emire- 
Aoucévay, xeuthobas S€ ty adtn wacay idéav 
dvorrnCopnévng Beer ng, ev Epyors TE Kar Adyors ual 
Trevprarinors Mayroios xaeitnact. Catech. 
xviii. §. 11. 

+ KaOderee tv Qardoon vicos slow at peev 
oluntar nat evudeot ual uagmopopos, Exouras 


‘bemeoug Kab Asprtvac weog Td TOUS yetmalome- 


vous Eyew bv EauToig naraguyas olTw Sedwxty 
6 Oe TH niomw nvprawoutvm Kal yenralo- 
ive LTO TOV auaeTnuUdtoy TAS cLVAywyas 
Asyomévag Eunarnciac, ev aic, xabderee Atméoiy 
Evoenorg ev vicots, ab Udarxadriat Tc drnbelac 
eich, weds ao natapedyouow ot Oérovres owen 
oOat. 8. Theophil. Antioch. Autol. 1. 2. p. 93. 
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from the deluge but such as were within the ark of Noah, framed 
for their reception by the command of God; as none of the 
first-born of Egypt lived, but such as were within those habi- 
tations, whose door-posts were sprinkled with blood by the ap- 
pointment of God for their preservation; as none of the inha- 
bitants of Jericho could escape the fire or sword, but such as 
were within the house of Rahab, for whose protection a cove- 
nant was made: so none shall ever escape the eternal wrath of 
God, which belong not to the Church of God. This is the 
congregation of those persons here on earth, which shall here- 
after meet in heaven. These are the vessels of the tabernacle 
carried up and down, at last to be translated into, and fixed in, 
the temple. 

Secondly, It is necessary to believe the Church of Christ, 
which is but one, that being in it we may take care never to 
cast ourselves, or be ejected, out of it. There is a power 
within the Church to cast those out which do belong to it; 
for if any “neglect to hear the Church (saith our Saviour), 
let him be unto thee as a heathen man and a publican.” (Matt. 
xvi. 17.) By great and scandalous offences, by incorrigible 
misdemeanours, we may incur the censure of the Church of 
God; and while we are shut out by them, we stand excluded 
out of heaven. For our Saviour said to his apostles, upon 
whom he built his Church, ‘«‘ Whosesoever sins ye remit they are 
remitted unto them, and whosesoever sins ye retain they are re- 
tained.” (John xx. 23.) Again, a man may not only passively 
and involuntarily be rejected, but also may by an act of his 
own cast out or reject himself, not only by plain and complete 
apostacy, but by a defection from the unity of truth, falling 
into some damnable heresy ; or by an active separation, desert- 
ing all which are in communion with the catholick Church, 
and falling into an irrecoverable schism. 

Thirdly, It is necessary to believe the Church of Christ to 
be holy, lest we should presume to obtain any happiness by 
being of it, without that holiness which is required init. Itis 
not enough that the end, institution, and administration of the 
Church are holy: but, that there may be some real and per- 
manent advantage received by it, it is necessary that the per- 
sons, abiding in the communion of it, should be really and ef- 
fectually sanctified. Without which holiness the privileges of 
the Church prove the greatest disadvantages ; and the means 
of salvation neglected, tend to a punishment with aggravation. 
It is not only vain, but pernicious to attend at the marriage- 
feast without a wedding-garment; and it is our Saviour’s de- 
scription of folly to cry, “Lord, Lord, open to us,” (Matt. 
xxv. 11.) while we are without oil in our lamps. We must ac- 
knowledge a necessity of holiness, when we confess that Church 
alone which is holy can make us happy. : 

Fourthly, There is a necessity of believing the catholick 
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Church, because except a man be of that, he can be of none. 
For being the Church which is truly catholick, containeth with- 
in it all which are truly Churches, whosoever is not of the ca- 
tholick Church, cannot be of the true Church.* That Church 
alone which first began at Jerusalem on earth, will bring us to 
the Jerusalem in heaven; and that alone began there, which 
always embraceth ‘‘ the faith once delivered unto the saints.” 
(Jude 3.) Whatsoever Church pretendeth to a new beginning, 
pretendeth at the same time to a new Churchdom, and what- 
soever is SO new is none. So necessary it is to believe in the 
holy catholick Church. } 

Having thus far explicated the first part of this Article, I 
conceive every person sufficiently furnished with means of in- 
struction what they ought to intend, when they profess to be- 
lieve the holy catholick Church. For thereby every one is un- 
derstood to declare thus much: I am fully persuaded, and make 
a free confession of this, as of a necessary and infallible truth, 
that Christ, by the preaching of the apostles, did gather unto 
himself a Church, consisting of thousands of believing persons 
and numerous congregations, to which he daily added such as 
should be saved, and will successively and daily add to the 
same unto the end of the World: so that by the virtue of his 
all-sufficient promise, | am assured that there was, hath been 
hitherto, and now is, and hereafter shall be, so long as the sun 
and moon endure, a Church of Christ oneand the same. This 
Church I believe in general holy in respect of the author, end, 
institution, and administration of it; particularly in the mem- 
bers, here I acknowledge it really, and in the same hereafter 
perfectly holy. I look upon this Church not like that of the 
Jews, limited to one people, confined to one nation, but by the 
appointment and command of Christ, and by the efficacy of his 
assisting power, to be disseminated through all nations, to be 
extended to all places, to be propagated to all ages, to contain 
in it all truths necessary to be known, to exact absolute obe- 
dience from all men to the commands of Christ, and to furnish 
us with all graces necessary to make our persons acceptable, 
and our actions well pleasing in the sight of God. And thus 
I believe THE HOLY CATHOLICK CHURCH. 


The Communion of Saints. 


Tuts part of the Article beareth something a later date than 
any of the rest,+ but yet is no way inferior to the other in re- 


* «Sola catholica ecclesia est, que 
verum cultum retinet. Hic est fons veri- 
tatis, hoc est domicilium fidei, hoc tem- 
plum Dei : quo si quis non intraverit, vel 
a quo Si quis exierit, a spe vite ac salutis 
zterne alienus est.’ Lactant. de ver. Sap. 
]. iv..c. 30. 


+ These words, communionem sanctorum, 
were not in the Aquileian Creed ex- 
pounded by Ruffinus : they were not men~- 
tioned by him, as being either in the 
Oriental or the Roman Creed. They 
were not in the African Creed expounded 
by St. Augustin De Fide et Symbolo ; not 
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lation to the certainty of the truth thereof. And the late ad- 
mission of it into the Creep will be thus far advantageous, 
that thereby we may be the better assured of the true intent of 
it, as it is placed in the Creep. For it will be no way fit to 
give any other explication of these words as the sense of the 
Creep, than what was then understood by the Church of 
God, when they were first inserted. 

If we look upon the first institution of the Church, and the 
original condition of those persons which received the Gospel, 
how they “were all together, and had all things common ;” how 
“ they sold their possessions and goods, and parted them to all 
men as every man had need ;” (Acts 11. 44, 45.) how St. Paul 
urged ‘‘an equality, that the abundance of some might supply 
the want of others, as it is written, He that had gathered 
much had nothing over, and he that had gathered little had no 
lack :” (2 Cor. vil. 14, 15.) we might well conceive that the 
communion (which word might be taken for communication) of 
the Saints, may signify the great charity,* bounty, and com- 
munity among the people of God. 

But being that community, precisely taken, was not of eter- 
nal obligation, nor actually long continued in the Church; 
being I conceive this Article doth not wholly look upon that 
which is already past; and especially, being I think neither 
that custom, nor that notion was then generally received in the 
Church, when this communion of Saints was first inserted: I 
shall therefore endeavour to shew that communion which is 
attributed to the Saints both according to the fathers who have 
delivered it, and according to the Scriptures from whence they 
derived it. 

Now all communion being between such as are some way 
different and distinct, the communion of the Saints may either 
be conceived between them and others, or between themselves ; 
between them and others, as differing from them either in their 
nature or their sanctity; between themselves, as distinct in 
person only, or condition also. Wherefore if we can first un- 


in the Creed delivered by Maximus Tau- _ the Creeds preserved in the Ancoratus of 


rinensis ; not in any of the Sermons of 
Chrysologus ; not in any of the four books 
De Symbolo ad Catechumenos attributed to 
St. Augustin; not in the 119th sermon 
under his name De Tempore : ‘ Cum dixe- 
rimus sanctam ecclesiam, adjungamus re- 
missionem peccatorum,’ They are not in 
the Greek Creed in Sir Robert Cotton’s 
library ; not in the old Latin Creed in 
the Oxford library ; not in that produced 
by Elipandus. We find them not in the 
old Greek Creeds, not in that of Eusebius 
given in the Council of Nice, not in that 
of Marcellus delivered to the Bishop of 
Rome, not in that of Arius and Euzoius 
presented to Constantine, not in either of 


Epiphanius, not in the Jerusalem Creed 
expounded by St. Cyril, not in that of the 
Council of Constantinople, not in that of 
Charisius given into the Ephesine Council, 
not in either of the expositions under the 
name of St. Chrysostom. It was there- 
fore of a later date, and is found in the 
Latin and Greek copy in Bene’t-College 
Library, and is expressed and expounded 
in the 115th and 181st Sermon De Tem- 
pore, attributed to St. Augustin. See 
Paschasii Symbolum. 

* Grotius, upon that place of the Co- 
tinthians, observes: ‘ Spectat et huc ea 
quam in Symbolo profitemur Sanctorum 
communionem, 
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derstand who, or what kind of persons these are which are 
called Saints, with whom beside themselves, and how among 
themselves, in this relation as they are the Saints, they have 
communion ; and lastly, in what the nature of that communion 
in each respect consisteth; I know not what can be thought 
wanting to the perfect explication of the communion of Saints. 

That we may understand what communion the Saints have 
with others, it would be necessary first to consider what it is 
to be a Saint, in what the true nature of Saintship doth con- 
sist, by what the Saints are distinguished from others. Again, 
that we may understand what communion the Saints have with 
or among themselves, it will be farther necessary to consider 
who are those persons to which that title doth belong, what are 
the various conditions of them, that we may be able to com- 
prehend all such as are true Saints, and thence conclude the 
communion between them all. 

I take it first for granted, that though the Greek word, which 
we translate Sats, be in itself as applicable to things* as 
persons, yet in this Article it signifieth not holy things, but 
holy ones, that is persons holy. Secondly, I take it also for 
granted, that the singular Holy One, the Holy One of Israel, 
the fountain of all sanctity, the sanctifier of all Saints, is not 
comprehended in the Article, though the communion of the 
holy ones with that singular, eminent, and transcendent Holy 
One,+ be contained in it. Thirdly, I take it farther for granted, 
that the word in this Article, which we translate Saznts, is not 
taken in the original of the CREED, as it is often taken in the 
translation of the Old Testament, for the sanctuary,{ as if the 
communion were nothing else but a right of communicating or 
participating of the holy things of God. Lastly, I take it also 
for granted, that although the blessed and holy angels are 
sometimes called in the Scriptures by the name of Saints ,§ 


* Kovavla ayiov may be as well under- 
stood in the neuter as the masculine, as 
Exod. xxviii. 38. “EZapet "Aapay ra apucep- 
Thuara ray ayiwy, “that Aaron may bear 
the iniquity of the holy things.” So Lev. 
v.15, Kal audern dxnovolms dws viv ayiow 
Kupiout xxii. 2. Kal mpoexttacay dad trav 
ayiov rev vidv “Iogand. 1 Chron. xxiv. 5. 
"Aexovres Tav aytav, “the governors of the 
sanctuary,” of which notion afterwards. 

+ This is one of the common names of 
God in the Old Testament, >rovw* wnp 
&yiog “Iceaik, which is also sometimes 
translated plurally by the LXX. as Isaiah 
xli. 16. Sxiw wrtpa év tig dylosg “Iopatia, 
Jer. 1i.5. Sew wripn amd raiv aylovIopanr: 
and if it were so taken, then xowovia raw 
dyiov would be the communion of God, as 
Tou crylov TIvevpraros. 

¢ T& &ye frequently used in the Scrip- 
tures for the sanctuary ; and then xowevia 


rev ayiov might be taken for the commu- 
nion in all those things which belonged to 
the worship of God, as dxovdvnreg was a 
man excluded from all such communion. 

§ The angels are not only called holy 
in the Scriptures by way of addition or 
epithet, as wdvres of ayia ayyero, Matt. 
XXv. 31. meta Tav dyytrow THY ayiov, Mark 
viii. 38. Luke ix. 26. eyenuaricOn brs dy- 
yérou aylov, Acts x. 2%. ivory tay ayloy 
ayyédov, Rev. xiv. 10.; but also the ayso, 
holy ones, or Saints, taken substantively 
or singly, signify sometimes the angels, 
as Deut xxxiil. 2. wp naa nnx) “he 
came with ten thousands of Saints ;” 
which the Jerusalem Targum renders 
pwsp poxdr pay nay and with him came 
ten thousands of holy angels; and Jona- 
than, pussp poxd1 Has my) and with him 
myriads of myriads of holy angels. And 
although the LXX. keep the Hebrew wp, 


THE COMMUNION OF SAINTS. 527 


yet they were not those who are here said to have the commu- 
nion, though the Saints have communion with them. 

For this part of the Article hath a manifest relation to the 
former, in which we profess to believe the holy Church; which 
Church is therefore holy, because those persons are such, or 
ought to be, which are within it, the Church itself being no- 
thing but a collection of such persons. To that confession is 
added this communion; but because though the Church be 
holy, yet every person contained in it is not truly so, therefore is 
added this part of the Article which concerneth those who are 
truly such. There is therefore no doubt but the Saints men- 
tioned here are members of the Church of Christ, as we have 
described it, built upon the apostles, laid upon the foundation 
of their doctrine, who do not only profess the Gospel, but are 
sanctified thereby. 

The only question then remaining is, in what their sanctity 
or Saintship doth consist, and (because though they, which 
are believers since our Saviour’s death, be truly and more 
highly sanctified, yet such as lived before and under the Law, 
the patriarchs, the prophets, and the servants of God, were so 
called, and were truly named the Saints of God) who are the 
persons which are capable of that denomination ? 

Now being God himself hath given a rule unto his people, 
which is both in the nature of a precept and of a pattern: (“Be 
ye holy as I the Lord your God am holy :” (Lev. xi. 44. xix. 2. 
xx. 7.) Be ye holy, there’s the command; as the Lord your 
God is holy, there’s the rule:) being it is impossible that we 
should have the same sanctity which is in God, it will be ne- 
cessary to declare what is this holiness, which maketh men to 
be accounted holy ones, and to be called Saints. 

The true notion of Saints is expressed by Moses, both as to 
the subject, and the affection and qualification of it; for they 
are called by him men of holiness ; (Exod. xxii. 31.)* such are 
the persons understood in this Article, which is the commu- 
nion of men of holiness. Now holiness in the first acceptation 
of it signifieth separation, and that with the relation of a dou- 
ble term, of one from which the separation is made, and of the 
other to which that which is separated is applied. Those things 
which were counted holy under the Law were separated from 
common use, and applied to the service of God; and their 


yet they understood the angels in that 
place civ mugidics Kadng, [Hesych. Kaone, 
ayiac nde] ex SeLiaiv adrod ayyeros Mer adrov. 
So Job v. 1. ‘*To which of the Saints 
wilt thou turn?” Ef twa dyyérwy ayiov oy, 
LXX. Thus in the vision of Daniel, he 
‘‘heard one Saint speaking, and another 
Saint said unto that certain Saint which 
spake.” Dan. vill. 13. So Zech. xiv. 5. 
«* And the Lord my God shall come, and 
all the Saints with thee.” And thus it 


may very well be understood in the New 
Testament, 1 Thess. iii. 13. év 77 wagoucia 
Tou Kuglou meta WavToy Tay aylwv avrov, in 
correspondence to that, 2 Thess. i. 7. é 
7n amonadd Let tov Kuplov "Incod daar’ ovpavod 
Er’ dyyétrov Suvduews airod. These are 
the prueddes ayias in St. Jude, ver. 14. 
wip naan the myriads of angels; and thus 
xowavie ayiwv should be the communion of 
the angels. 
* Wp wIk 
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sanctity was nothing else but that separation from and to those 
terms ; from a use and exercise profane and common, to a use 
and exercise peculiar and divine. Thus all such persons as 
are called from the vulgar and common condition of the world 
unto any peculiar service or relation unto God, are thereby 
denominated holy, and in some sense receive the name of 
Saints. The penmen of the Old Testament do often speak of 
the people of Israel as of a holy nation, and God doth speak 
unto them as to a people holy unto himself; because he had 
chosen them out of all the nations of the world, and appropri- 
ated them to himself. Although therefore most of that nation 
were rebellious to him which called them, and void of all true 
inherent and actual sanctity ; yet because they were all in that 
manner separated, they were all, as to the separation, called 
holy. In the like manner those of the New Testament writing 
to such as were called, and had received and were baptized in 
the faith, give unto them all the name of Saints, as being in 
some manner such, by being called and baptized. For being 
baptism is a washing away of sin, and the purification from sin 
is a proper sanctification; being every one who is so called 
and baptized is thereby separated from the rest of the world 
which are not so, and all such separation is some kind of sanc- 
tification; being, though the work of grace be not perfectly 
wrought, yet when the means are used, without something ap- 
pearing to the contrary, we ought to presume of the good 
effect : therefore all such as have been received into the Church, 
may be in some sense called holy. 

But because there is more than an outward vocation, and a 
charitable presumption, necessary to make a man holy; there- 
fore we must find some other qualification which must make 
him really and truly such, not only by an extrinsical denomi- 
nation, but by a real and internal affection. What this sanc- 
tity is, and who are capable of this title properly, we must 
learn out of the Gospel of Christ; by which alone, ever since 
the Church of Christ was founded, any man can become a Saint. 
Now by the tenor of the Gospel we shall find that those are 
truly and properly Saints which are “ sanctified in Christ 
Jesus :” (1 Cor. i. 2.) first, In respect of their holy faith, by 
which they are regenerated; for “ whosoever believeth that 
Jesus is the Christ, is born of God;” (1 John v. 1.) by which 
they are purged, God himself “ purifying their hearts by faith,” 
(Acts xv. 9.) whereby they “are washed, sanctified, and justi- 
fied, in the name of the Lord Jesus,” (1 Cor. vi. 11.) ‘in whom 
also after that they believe, they are sealed with the Holy Spi- 
rit of promise.” (Eph. i. 13.) Secondly, In respect of their 
conversation: for ‘“‘as he which hath called them is holy,” so 
are they “ holy in all manner of conversation :” (1 Pet.1. 15.) 
“adding to their faith virtue, and to virtue knowledge, and to 
knowledge temperance, and to temperance patience, and to 


THE COMMUNION OF SAINTS. 529 


patience brotherly-kindness, and to brotherly-kindness charity, 
that they may be neither barren nor unfruitful in the knowledge 
of our Lord Jesus Christ.” (2 Pet.i.5—8.) Such persons then 
as are called by a holy calling, and not disobedient unto it; 
such as are endued with a holy faith, and purified thereby ; 
such as are sanctified by the Holy Spirit of God, and by virtue 
thereof do lead a holy life, “ perfecting holiness in the fear of 
God ;” (2 Cor. vii. 1.) such persons, I say, are really and truly 
Saints; and being of the Church of Christ (as all such now 
must of necessity be) are the proper subject of this part of the 
Article the communion of Saints, as it is added to the former, 
the holy catholick Church. 

Now as these are the Saznts of the Church of Christ, from 
whence they were called the “Churches of the Saints ;” (1 Cor. 
xiv. 33.) so there was never any Church of God but there were 
such persons in it as were Saints: we read in the Psalms of 
“the congregation of the Saints” (Psal. Ixxxix. 5. cxlix. 1.) 
and “the assembly of the Saints;” (Psal. lxxxix. 7.)* and 
Moses assured the people of Israel, that “all the Saints of God 
were in his hand :” (Deut. xxxill. 3.) we read in the prophets 
of “the Saints of the Mest High :” (Dan. vii. 18. 22. 25.) and 
at our Saviour’s death “the bodies of such Saints which slept 
arose.” (Matt. xxv. 52.) Where again we may observe that 
they were Saints while their bodies were in the grave ; as Aaron 
in the time of David kept the name of “ the Saint of the Lord.” 
(Psal. evi. 16.) Such as are holy in their lives do not lose 
their sanctity, but improve it at their deaths ; nor can they lose 
the honour of that appellation, while that which gives it doth 
acquire perfection. 

Hence grows that necessary distinction of the Saints on 
earth, and the Saints in heaven; the first belonging to the mi- 
litant, the second to the triumphant Church. Of the first the 
prophet David speaketh expressly, “Thou art my Lord; my 
goodness extendeth not to thee, but to the Saints that are in 
the earth :” (Psal. xvi. 2, 3.) of these do we read in the Acts 
of the Apostles; to these did St. Paul direct his Epistles. Of 
the second doth the apostle make that question, “ Do ye not 
know that the Saints shall judge the world?” (1 Cor. vi. 2.) 
And all those which were spoken of as Saints then in the earth, 
if truly such, and departed so, are now, and shall ever con- 
tinue, Saints in heaven. 

Having thus declared what is the sanctity required to make 
a Saint, that is, a man of holiness; having also distinguished 
the Saints before and under the Gospel (which difference is 
only observable as to this exposition of the CREED), and again 


* owtp Onpa LXX. éy éxxancia ayiov, Dwitp DA év BovAn aylwv, Vulg. Latin. in ec- 
clesia et in concilio sanctorum. ‘ Quis ignorat sub altera dispensatione Dei omnes 
retro Sanctos ejusdem fuisse meriti cujus nunc Christiani sunt?’ S. Hier. adv. Jovi- 
nian, 1, il. col. 197. 
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distinguishing the same Saints while they live here with men 
on earth, and when after death they live with God in heaven ; 
having also shewn, that of all these those Saints are here par- 
ticularly understood who in all ages lived in the Church of 
Christ: we may now properly descend to the next considera- 
tion, which is, who are those persons with whom those Saints 
have this communion, and in what the communion which they 
have consists ? 

First then, The Saints of God living in the Church of Christ, 
have communion with God the Father; for the apostles did 
therefore write that they to whom they wrote might have com- 
munion with them, “ that which we have seen and heard de- 
clare we unto you, that ye also may have fellowship with us,” 
(saith St. John in his First Epistle, i. 3.) and did at the same 
time declare that their communion was ‘with the Father.”* 
Wherefore being all the Saints of God under the Gospel re- 
ceiving the doctrine of the apostles have communion with them; 
being the communion of the apostles was the communion with 
the Father: it followeth that all the Saints of God under the 
Gospel have a communion with God the Father. As we are 
the branches of the vine, so the Father is the husbandman ; 
and thus the Saints partake of his care and inspection. As 
“ Abraham believed God, and it was imputed to him for righ- 
teousness, and he was called the friend of God ;” (Jam. ii. 23.) 
so all which are heirs of the faith of Abraham are made par- 
takers of the same relation. Nor are we only friends, but also 
sons; “for behold what manner of love the Father hath be- 
stowed upon us, that we should be called the sons of God.” 
(1 John iti. 1.) Thus must we acknowledge that the Saints of 
God have communion with the Father, because by the great 
and precious promises given unto them, they become “ par- 
takers of the divine nature.” (2 Pet. i. 4.)+ 

Secondly, The Saints of God living in the Church of God 
have communion with the Son of God: for, as the apostle said, 
“our communion is with the Father and the Son;” (1 John 
i. 3.) and this connexion is infallible, because ‘‘ he that abideth 
in the doctrine of Christ, he hath both the Father and the Son;” 
(2 John 9.) and our Saviour prayed for all such as should 
“believe on him through the word of the apostles, that they 
might be one, as the Father is one in him, and he in the Father; 
that they also may be one in both: I in them (saith Christ) 
and thou in me, that they may be made perfect in one.” (John 
xvii. 20—23.) This communion of the Saints with the Son of 
God, is, as most evident, so most remarkable. He hath taken 
unto him our nature and infirmities; he hath taken upon him 
our sips, and the curse due unto them; while we all “ have re- 
ceived of his fulness grace for grace ;” (John i. 16.) and are 
called to “ the fellowship of his sufferings,” that we may ‘‘ be 


* Kowovia ere Tov Maredge + Osing xowmved picewd. 
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conformable unto his death.” (Phil. ii. 10.) What is the fel- 
lowship of brethren and co-heirs of the bridegroom and the 
spouse; what is the communion of members with the head, of 
branches with the vine; that is the communion of Saints with 
Christ. For God “hath called us into the fellowship of his 
Son Jesus Christ our Lord.” (] Cor. 1. 9.)* 

Thirdly, The Saints of God in the Church of Christ have 
communion with the Holy Ghost: and the apostle hath two 
ways assured us of the truth thereof, one rhetorically, by a 
seeming doubt, ‘if there be any fellowship with the Spirit ;” 
(Phil. i. 1.)+ the other devoutly, praying for it, ‘‘ The grace of 
our Lord Jesus Christ, and the love of God, and the fellowship 
of the Holy Ghost, be with you all.” (2 Cor. xili, 14.) The 
Saints are therefore such, because they partake of the Holy 
Ghost; for they are therefore holy because they are sanctified, 
and it is the Spirit alone which sanctifieth. Beside, the com- 
munion with the Father and the Son is wrought by the com- 
munication of the Spirit ; for hereby do we become the sons of 
God, in that we have received the “ Spirit of adoption, whereby 
we cry, Abba, Father;” (Rom. vil. 15.) and thereby do we 
become co-heirs with Christ, in that “ because we are sons God 
hath sent forth the Spirit of his Son into our hearts, crying, 
Abba, Father;’’ so that “we are no more servants, but sons ; 
and if sons, then heirs of God through Christ.” (Gal. iv. 6, 7.) 
This is the communion which the Saints enjoy with the three 
persons of the blessed Trinity ; this is the heavenly fellowship 
represented unto entertaining Abraham, when “ the Lord ap- 
peared. unto him, and three men stood by him:” (Gen. xviii.1, 2.) 
for our Saviour hath made us this most precious promise, “ If 
any man love me he will keep my words, and my Father will 
love him, and we will come unto him and make our abode with 
him.” (John xiv. 28.) Here is the soul of man made the habi- 
tation of God the Father, and of God the Son; and the pre- 
sence of the Spirit cannot be wanting where those two are in- 
habiting; for “if any man have not the Spirit of Christ, he is 
none of his.” (Rom. viii. 9.) The Spirit therefore with the 
Father and the Son inhabiteth in the Saints; “for know ye 
not (saith the apostle) that ye are the temple of God, and that 
the Spirit of God dwelleth in you?” (1 Cor. ii. 16.) 

Fourthly, The Saints of God in the Church of Christ have 
communion with the holy angels. They who did foretell the 
birth of John the forerunner of Christ, they who did annun- 
ciate unto the blessed Virgin the conception of the Saviour of 
the world, they who sung a glorious hymn at the nativity of 
the Son of God, they who carried the soul of Lazarus into 
Abraham’s bosom, they who appeared unto Christ from heaven 
in his agony to strengthen him, they who opened the prison- 
doors and brought the apostles forth, they who at the end of 


* Koiwvia vov Yiov. + Korvevia Tvedparos. 
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the world shall sever the wicked from among the just, and 
eather together the elect of God, certainly they have a constant 
and perpetual relation to the children of God. Nay, “are 
they not all ministering spirits sent forth to minister for them 
who shall be heirs of salvation?” (Heb. i. 14.) They have a 
particular sense of our condition, for Christ hath assured us 
that “there is joy in the presence of the angels of God over 
one sinner that repenteth.” (Luke xv. 10.) And upon this re- 
lation the angels, who are all the angels, that is, the messen- 
gers, of God, are yet called the angels of men, according to 
the admonition of Christ, ‘‘ Take heed that ye despise not one 
of these little ones; for I say unto you, that in heaven their 
angels do always behold the face of my Father which is in 
heaven.” (Matt. xviii. 10.) 

Thus far have we considered the communion of Saints with 
such as are distinguished from them by nature as they are men; 
the fellowship which they have in heaven with God, and _ his 
holy angels, while they are on earth. Our next consideration 
will be, what is the communion which they have with those 
who are of the same nature, but not partakers of the same ho- 
liness with them. 

Fifthly, therefore, The Saints of God, while they are of the 
Church of Christ on earth, have some kind of communion with 
those men which are not truly Saints. There were not hypo- 
crites among the Jews alone, but in the Church of Christ many 
cry, “ Lord, Lord,’ whom he knoweth not. The tares have 
the privilege of the field,as wellas the wheat; and the bad fish 
of the net, as well as the good. The Saints have communion 
with hypocrites in all things with which the distinction of a 
Saint and hypocrite can consist. They communicate in the 
same water, both externally baptized alike; they communicate 
in the same CreeED, both make the same open profession of 
faith, both agree in the acknowledgment of the same principles 
of religion; they communicate in the same word, both hear the 
same doctrine preached; they communicate at the same table, 
both eat the same bread, and drink the wine, which Christ hath 
appointed to be received: but the hypocrite doth not commu- 
nicate with the Saint in the same saving grace, in the same 
true faith working by love, and in the same renovation of mind 
_ and spitit; for then he were not a hypocrite but a Saint: a 
Saint doth not communicate with the hypocrite in the same 
sins, in the same lurking infidelity, in the same unfruitfulness 
under the means of grace, in the same false pretence and 
empty form of godliness; for then he were not a Saint but a 
hypocrite. Thus the Saints may communicate with the wicked, 
so they communicate not with their wickedness; and may 
have fellowship with sinners, so they have no fellowship with 
that which makes them such, that is, their sins. The apostle’s 
command runneth thus, “ Have no fellowship with the un- 
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fruitful works of darkness 4 (Ep h. v. 11.)* and again, “ Be 
not partakers of other men’s sins :” (1 Tim. v. 22.)+ anda voice 
from heaven spake concerning Babylon, “ Come out of her, my 
people, that ye be not partakers of her sins.” (Rev. xvili. 4.\f 
To communicate with sin is sin, but to communicate with a sin- 
nerin that which is not sin, can be no sin; because the one de- 
fileth, and the other cannot, and that which defileth notis no sin, 

Having thus considered those who differ from the Saints of 
God ; first, in respect of their humanity, as they are men; se- 
condly, In reference to their sanctity, as they are men of holi- 
ness: we are now to consider such as differ either only in per- 
son, as the Saints alive; or in present condition also, as the 
Saints departed. 

Sixthly, therefore, The Saints of God living in the Church of 
Christ, have communion with all the Saints living in the same 
Church. “If we walk in the light, we have fellowship one 
with another;” (1 Johni. 7.)§ we all have benefit of the same 
ordinances, all partake of the same promises, we are all endued 
with the graces of the same mutual love and affection, keep- 
ing “ the unity of the Spirit in the bond of peace,” (Eph. iv. 3.) 
all engrafted into the same stock, and so receiving life from the 
same root, all “ holding the same head, from which all the body 
by joints and bands having nourishment ministered, and knit 
together, increaseth with the increase of God.” (Col. ii. 19.) 
For in the philosophy of the apostle, the nerves are not only 
the instruments of motion and sensation, but of nutrition also; . 
so that every member receiveth nourishment by their interven- 
tion from the head ; and being the head of the body is Christ, 
and all the Saints are members of that body, they all partake 
of the same nourishment, and so have all communion among 
themselves. 

Lastly, The Saints of God living in the Church of Christ, 
are In communion with all the Saints departed out of this life 
and admitted to the presence of God.|| Jerusalem is some- 
times taken for the Church on earth, sometimes for that part 
of the Church which is in heaven, to shew that as both are re- 
presented by one, so both are but one city of God. Where- 
fore thus doth the apostle speak to such as are called to the 


' * Mi cuynowvevetre Tote Egyors. 

t My xowveves rato dpaceeTiate. 

t “Iva ah cuyrowovicare rato auaeriats. 
‘ Duobus modis non te maculat malus, si 
ei non consentias, et si redarguas. Com- 
municatar enim, quando facto ejus con- 
sortium voluntatis vel approbationis ad- 
jungitur. Hoc ergo admonens Apostolus 
ait, Nolite communicare operibus infructuo- 
sis tenebrarum, magis autem et redarguile.’ 
S. August. de Verbis Dom. Serm. 18. al. 
88. §. 19. 
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|| This is that part of the communion 
of saints which those of the ancients es- 
pecially insisted upon, who first took no- 
tice of itinthe Creed. ‘ Sunctorum com- 
munionem, i. e. cum illis sanctis, qui in 
hac quam suscepimus fide defuncti sunt, 
societate et spel communione teneamur.’ 
Serm. 181. de Tempore, c. 13. ‘Et qui 
nunc cognoscitis per auditum, communio- 
nem habeatis cum sanctis martyribus, et 
per illos cum Domino Jesu Christo.’ 
Pref. Pass. S. Perpetua. 
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Christian faith: “ Ye are come unto Mount Sion, and unto the 
city of the living God, the heavenly Jerusalem, and an innu- 
merable company of angels, to the general assembly and Church 
of the first-born, which are written in heaven, and to God the 
Judge of all, and to the spirits of just men made perfect, and 
to Jesus the Mediator of the new covenant.” (Heb. xii. 22, 23.) 
Indeed the communion of Saints in the Church of Christ with 
those which are departed is demonstrated by their communion 
with the Saints alive. For if I have communion with a Saint 
of God, as such, while he liveth here, I must still have commu- 
nion with him when he is departed hence ; because the foun- 
dation of that communion cannot be removed by death. The 
mystical union between Christ and his Church, the spiritual 
conjunction of the members to the Head, is the true foundation 
of that communion which one member had with another, all 
the members living and increasing by the same influence which 
they receive from him. But death, which is nothing else but 
the separation of the soul from the body, maketh no sepa- 
ration in the mystical union, no breach of the spiritual con- 
junction; and consequently there must continue the same 
communion, because there remaineth the same foundation. 
Indeed, the Saint departed before his death had some commu- 
nion with the hypocrite, as hearing the word, professing the 
faith, receiving the sacraments together; which being in things 
only external, as they were common to them both, and all such 
external actions ceasing in the person dead, the hypocrite re- 
maining loseth all communion with the Saint departing, and 
the Saints surviving cease to have their farther fellowship with 
the hypocrite dying. But being the true and unfeigned holi- 
ness of man, wrought by the powerful influence of the Spirit 
of God, not only remaineth, but also is improved, after death ; 
being the correspondence of the internal holiness was the com- 
munion between their persons in their life, they cannot be said 
to be divided by death, which had no power over that sanctity 
by which they were first conjoined. 

This communion of the Saints in heaven and earth, upon the 
mystical union of Christ their Head, being fundamental and 
internal, what acts or external operations it produceth, is not 
so certain. That we communicate with them in hope of that 
happiness which they actually enjoy, is evident; that we have 
the Spirit of God given us asan earnest, and so a part of their 
felicity, is certain. But what they do in heaven in relation to 
us on earth particularly considered, or what we ought to per- 
form in reference to them in heaven, beside a reverential re- 
spect and study of imitation, is not revealed unto us in the 
Scriptures, nor can be concluded by necessary deduction from 
any principles of Christianity. They which first found this 
part of the Article in the CrEED, and delivered their exposition 
unto us, have made no greater enlargement of this communion, 
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as to the Saints of heaven, than the society of hope, esteem, 
and imitation on ous side, of desires and supplications on their 
side: and what is now taught by the Church of Rome, is, as 
unwarrantable, so a novitious interpretation.* 

The necessity of the belief of this communion of Saints ap- 
peareth, first, In that it is proper to incite and encourage us 
to holiness of life. “ If we walk in the light, as God is in the 
light, we have fellowship one with another. But if we say 
that we have fellowship with him, and walk in darkness, we 
lie, and do not the truth.” (1 John i. 6; 7. ) “ For what fel- 
lowship hath righteousness with unrighteousness? and what 
communion hath light with darkness? and what concord haih 
Christ with Belial ?” (2 Cor. vi. 14, 15.) When Christ sent 
St. Paul to the Gentiles, it was “to open their eyes, and to 
turn them from darkness to light, and from the power of Satan 
unto God, that they might receive forgiveness of sins,-and in- 
heritance among them which are sanctified by faith that is in 
Christ.” (Acts xxvi. 18.) Except we be turned from darkness, 
except we be taken out of the power of Satan, which is the 
dominion of sin, we cannot receive the inheritance among them 
who are sanctified, we cannot be thought “ meet to be par- 
takers of the inheritance of the Saints in light.” (Col. i. 12.) 
Indeed there can be no communion where there is no simili- 
tude, no fellowship with God without some sanctity; because 
his nature is infinitely holy, and his actions are not subject to 
the least iniquity. 

Secondly, The belief of the communion of Saints is necessary 
to stir us up to a proportionate gratitude unto God, and an 
humble and cheerful acknowledgment of so great a benefit. 
We cannot but acknowledge that they are “ exceeding great 
and precious promises,” by which we become “ partakers of 


* We have already produced the words 
of the 181st Sermon De Tempore concern- 
ing hope. In the same we find also that 
of imitation: ‘Si igitur cum sanctis in 
zterna vita communionem habere volu- 
mus, de imitatione eorum cogitemus. De- 
bent enim in nobis aliquid recognoscere 
de suis virtutibus, ut pro nobis dignentur 
Domino supplicare.’ Ibid. c. 13. ‘ Hec 
sunt vestigia, qua nobis sancti quoque 


Dei parte, quam pro Dei honore venere- 
mur.’ De Symb. Hom. ii. p. 555. And 
again : ‘ Digne nobis venerandi sunt, dum 
Dei cultum et future vite desiderium 
contemptu mortis insinuant.’ Ibid. Thus 
far anciently they which expounded this 
Article: but the late exposition of the 
Church of Rome runneth thus: ‘ Non so- 
lum ecclesia, que est in terris, communi- 
cat bona sua cum omnibus membris sibi 


revertentes in patriam nobis reliquerant, 
ut illorum semitis inherentes sequeremur 
ad gaudia.’ Ibid. Beside this imitation, 
he addeth their desires and care for us 
below : ‘ Cur non properamus et curri- 
mus, ut patriam nostram videre possimus ? 
Magnus illic carorum numerus exspectat, 
parentum, fratrum, filiorum, frequens nos 
et copiosa turba desiderat, jam de sua in- 
columitate secura, adhuc de nostra salute 
solicita.” Ibid. Of the venerable esteem 
we ought to have for them, speaks Euse- 
bius Gallicanus : ‘ Credamus et sanctorum 
communionem, sed sanctos non tam pro 


conjunctis, sed etiam communicat suffra- 
gia ecclesiz, que est in purgatorio, et ec- 
clesia, que est in coelis, communicat ora- 
tiones, et merita sua cum ecclesia, que 
est in terris.’ Bellarm. in Symb. Where 
the communication of the suffrages of the 
Saints alive to the Church in purgatory, 
and the communication of the merits of 
the Saints in heaven to the Saints on 
earth, are novel expositions of this Article, 
not so much as acknowledged by Thomas 
Aquinas in his explication of the Creed, 

much less to be found in any of the an- 
cienter expositors of it. 
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the divine nature.” (2 Pet.1.4.) ‘‘Who am I? (said David) 
and what is my life, that I should be son-in-law to the king ?”’ 
(1 Sam. xviii. 18.) Who are the sons of men, what are they 
which are called to be Saints, that they should have fellowship 
with God the Father? St. Philip the apostle said unto our 
Saviour, “ Lord, shew us the Father and it sufficeth;” (John 
xiv. 8.) whereas he hath not only shewn us, but come unto us 
with the Father, and dwelt within us by his Holy Spirit; he 
hath called us to the fellowship of the angels and archangels, 
of the cherubins and seraphins, to the glorious company of the 
apostles, to the goodly fellowship of the prophets, to the noble 
army of martyrs, to the holy Church militant on earth, and tri- 
umphant in heaven. 

Thirdly, The belief of the communion of Saints is necessary 
to inflame our hearts with an ardent affection towards those 
which live, and a reverent respect towards those which are 
departed, and are now with God. Nearness of relation re- 
quireth affection; and that man is unnatural who loveth not 
those persons which nature hath more immediately conjoined 
to him. Now no conjunction natural can be compared with 
that which is spiritual; no temporal relation with that which 
is eternal. If similitude of shape and feature will create a 
kindness, if congruity of manners and disposition will con- 
join the affections ; what should be the mutual love of those 
who have the image of the same God renewed within them, of 
those who are endued with the gracious influences of the same 
Spirit? And if all the Saints of God living in the communion 
of the Church deserve the best of our affections here on earth, 
certainly when they are dissolved and with Christ, when they 
have been blessed with a sight of God, and rewarded with a 
crown of glory, they may challenge respect from us, who are 
here to wait upon the will of God, expecting when some such 
happy change shall come. 

Fourthly, This tendeth to the directing and enlarging our 
acts of charity. We are obliged to be charitable unto all men, 
because the love of our brother is the foundation of our duty 
towards men, and in the language of the Scriptures whosoever 
is another is our brother; but we are particularly directed to 
them that are of the household of faith. And as there is a 
general reason calling for our mercy and kindness unto all 
men; so there is a more special reason urging those who are 
truly sanctified by the Spirit of God to do good unto such as 
appear to be led by the same Spirit; for if they communicate 
with them in the everlasting mercies of God, it is fit they should 
partake of the bowels of man’s compassion; if they communi- 
cate with them in things spiritual and eternal, can it be much 
that they should partake with them of such things as are tem- 
poral and carnal ?* 

* Kowavtoess &y waco 7H adnoioy cov" ode zeeis (Siar Bf yde bv ToiG AdDaprOLg nowvevel 
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To conclude, Every one may learn from hence what he is 
to understand by this part of the Article, in which he profess- 
eth to believe the communion of Saints ; for thereby he is con- 
ceived to express thus much: I am fully persuaded of this as 
of a necessary and infallible truth, that such persons as are 
truly sanctified in the Church of Christ, while they live among 
the crooked generations of men, and struggle with all the mi- 
series of this world, have fellowship with God the Father, God 
the Son, and God the Holy Ghost, as dwelling with them, and 
taking up their habitations in them: that they partake of the 
care and kindness of the blessed angels, who take delight in 
the ministration for their benefit: that beside the external fel- 
lowship which they have in the word and sacraments with all 
the members of the Church, they have an intimate union and 
conjunction with all the Saints on earth as the living members 
of Christ: nor is this union separated by the death of any, 
but as Christ in whom they live is the Lamb slain from the 
foundation of the world, so have they fellowship with all the 
Saints which from the death of Abel have ever departed in the 
true faith and fear of God, and now enjoy the presence of the 
Father, and follow the Lamb whitherscever he goeth. And thus 
I believe THE COMMUNION OF SAINTs. 


ARTICLE X. 
The Forgiveness of Sins. 


‘Tuis Article hath always been expressly contained and ac- 
knowledged in the CreED,* as being a most necessary part 
of our Christian profession; and for some ages it immediately 
followed the belief of the holy Church,+ and was therefore 


* Therefore Carolus Magnus in his 
.Capitular, |. ili. c. 6. inveighs against Ba- 
silius the bishop of Ancyra, because in 
his Confession of Faith which he delivered 
in the second Council of Nice, (Act. i.) 
he omitted the remission of sins, which the 
apostles in so short a compendium as the 
Creed would not omit: ‘ Hance Apostoli 
In collatione fidei, quam ab invicem dis- 
cessuri quasi quandam credulitatis et pre- 
dicationis normam statuerunt, post con- 
fessionem Patris et Filii et Spiritus San- 
cti posuisse perhibentur ; et in tanti verbi 
brevitate, de quo per prophetam dictum 
est, Verbum abbreviatum faciet Dominus 
super terram, hanc ponere minime distule- 
runt, quia sine hac fidei sinceritatem inte- 
gram esse minime perspexerunt. Nec 
cohibuit eos ab ejus professione illius 
Symboli brevitas, quam exposcebat sacra 


= 


fidei integritas, tantique doni veneranda 
sublimitas,’ 

+ * Concordant autem angelinobiscum 
etiam tunc, cum remittuntur nostra pec- 
cata. Ideo post commemorationem san- 
ctee ecclesiz in ordine confessionis ponitur 


-remissio peccatorum : per hanc enim stat 


ecclesia que in terris est, per hance non 
perit, quod perierat et inventum est.’ S. 
August. Enchir. c. 64. And for this pur- 
pose it is in his book De Agone Christiano, 
passing from one article to another with 
this general transition: after that of the 
Church, he proceedeth with these words : 


* Nec eos audiamus, qui negant ecclesiam 


Dei omnia peccata posse dimittere.’ c.31. 
So it followeth also in Venantius Fortu- 
natus, and in such other Creeds as want 
that part of the former Article of the Com- 


-munion of Saints. 
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added immediately after it, to shew that the remission of sins 
was to be obtained in the Church of Christ.* For being the 
CREED was at first made to be used as a confession of such 
as were to be baptized, declaring their faith in the Father, the 
Son, and the Holy Ghost, in whose name baptism was ad- 
ministered; they propounded unto them the Holy Church, into 
which by baptism they were to be admitted, and the forgiveness 
of sins, which by the same baptism was to be obtained; and 
therefore in some Creeds it was particularly expressed, I be- 
lieve one baptism for the forgiveness of sins.+ 

Looking thus upon this Article, with this relation, we find 
the sense of it must be this, that we believe forgiveness of sins 
is to be obtained in the Church of Christ. For the explication 
whereof it will be necessary, first, to declare what is the nature 
of remission of sins, in what that action doth consist; secondly, 
to shew how so great a privilege is propounded in the Church, 
and how it may be procured by the members of the Church. 
That we may understand the notion of forgiveness of sins, three 
considerations are required; first, What is the nature of sin, 
which is to be forgiven; secondly, What is the guilt or obli- 
gation of sin, which wanteth forgiveness ; thirdly, What is the 
remission itself, or the loosing of that obligation. 

As the power of sin is revealed only in the Scriptures, so 
the nature of it is best understood from thence. And though 
the writings of the apostles give us few definitions, yet we may 
find even in them a proper definition of sin. ‘ Whosoever 
committeth sin, transgresseth also the law,” saith St. John, and 
then rendereth this reason of that universal assertion, ‘‘ for sin 
is the transgression of the law.” (1 John iii.4.) Which is an 
argument drawn from the definition of sin; for he saith not, 
‘every sin is the transgression of the law,’ which had been ne- 
cessary, if he had spoken by way of proposition only, to have 
proved the universality of his assertion, but produceth it inde- 
finitely, ‘‘ sin is the transgression of the law,” which is suffi- 


* Orig. Hom. ii. in Genesin. ‘ Sanctam 
ecclesiam teneat——in qua et remissio 
-peccatorum et carnis resurrectio predi- 
cabatur.’ Ruffin. in Symb. §. 38. «Sed 
neque de ipsis criminibus quamlibet ma- 
gnis remittendis in'sancta ecclesia despe- 
randa est misericordia.’ S. August. Kn- 
chir., c. 65. ‘In remissionem peccatorum. 
Hec in ecclesia si non esset, nulla spes 
esset. Remissio peccatorum si in eccle- 
sia non esset, nulla future vite et libera- 
tionis eterna spes esset. Gratias agi- 
mus Deo, qui ecclesia sue dedit hoc 
donum.’ Auctor Homil. 119. de Tempore, 
§. 8. ‘Quia singuli quique costus hereti- 
corum se potissimum Christianos, et suam 
esse catholicam ecclesiam putant ; sci- 
endum est, illam esse veram, in qua est 
religio, confessio, et poenitentia, que pec- 


cata et vulnera, quibus est subjecta imbe- 
cillitas carnis, salubriter curat.’ Lactant 
de ver. Sap. |. iv. c. 30. 


+ These are the words of the Constan- 
tinopolitan Creed : “Opodoya ty Bamtiopa 
elo aperw duaeriov. Before which Epi- 
phanius in his lesser Creed : “Oporoyodpev 
ev Bamricpen tig dpecw apagriav’ §.120. in 
the larger: Morevouev elg priav nadorrniy 
unt dmorrorinny Exnanciay, xal cig Ramwricwe 
peravoiag. in Ancorato, §.121. St. Cyril 
puts both these together: Eis ev Bawticua 
peravolacels Adeci duapriay. Catech. xviii. 
‘Credo unum baptismum in remissionem 
omnium peccatorum.’ Pelegrinus Lawreac. 
Epise. ¢ Credimus unum baptisma in re- 
missionem omnium peccatorum in secula 
seculorum.’ Symbolum Athiopicum. 
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cient, speaking it by way of definition.* And it is elsewhere 
most evident that every sin is something prohibited by some 
law, and deviating from the same. For the apostle affirming, 
that “the law worketh wrath,” that is, a punishment from God, 
giveth this as a reason or proof of his affirmation; “ for where 
no law is, there is no transgression.” (Rom.iv. 15.) The Law 
of God is the rule of the actions of men, and any aberration 
from that rule is sin:+ the Law of God is pure, and whatsoever 
is contrary to that Law is impure. Whatsoever therefore is 
done by man, or is in man, having any contrariety or opposi- 
tion to the Law of God, is sin. Every action, every word, every 
thought, against the Law, is a sin of commission, as it is ter- 
minated to an object dissonant from, and contrary to, the pro- 
hibition of the Law, as a negative precept. Every omission of 
a duty required of us is a sin, as being contrary to the com- 
manding part of the Law, or an affirmative precept. Every evil 
habit contracted in the soul of man by the actions committed 
against the Law of God, is a sin constituting a man truly a 
sinner, even then when he actually sinneth not. Any corrup- 
tion and inclination in the soul, to do that which God forbid- 
deth, and to omit that which God commandeth, howsoever 
such corruption and evil inclination came into the soul, whe- 
ther by an act of his own will, or by an act of the will of an- 
other, is a sin, as being something dissonant and repugnant to 
the Law of God. Andthis I conceive sufficient to declare the 
nature of sin. 

The second particular to be considered is the obligation of 
sin, which must be presupposed to the solution or remission of 
it. Now every sin doth cause a guilt, and every sinner, by 
being so, becomes a guilty person; which guilt consisteth ina 
debt or obligation to suffer a punishment proportionable to the 
iniquity of the sin. It is the nature of laws in general to be 
attended with these two, punishments and rewards; the one 
propounded for the observation of them, the other threatened 
upon the deviation from them. And although there were no 
threats or penal denunciations accompanying the laws of God, 
yet the transgression of them would nevertheless make the 
person transgressing worthy of, and liable unto, whatsoever 


* The manner of the apostle’s speech eternam legem.’ S$. August. contra Fau- 


is also to be observed, having an article 
prefixed both to the subject and the pre- 
dicate ; as if thereby he would make 
the proposition convertible, as all defi- 
nitions ought to be. “H dmagria torly it 
ayopescl, 


+ ‘Quid est peccatum nisi prevari- 
catio legis divine, et celestium inobedi- 
entia preceptorum ?’ S. Ambros. de Para- 
diso, c. 8. ‘Peccatum est factum vel 
dictum vel concupitum aliquid contra 


stum, l. xxii. c. 27. ‘Quid verum est, nisi 
et Dominum dare precepta, et animas 
liber esse voluntatis, et malum naturam 
non esse, sed esse aversionem a Dei pre- 
ceptis ?’ Idem, de Fide contra Manich. c. 
10. ‘Neque negandum est hoc Deum 
jubere, ita nos in facienda justitia esse 
debere perfectos, ut nullum habeamus 
omnino peccatum ; nam neque peccatum 
erit, si quid erit, si non divinitus jubeatur 
ut non sit.’ Idem, de Pec. Meritis, et Rem. 
lib. ii. c. 16. 
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punishment can in justice be inflicted for that sin committed. 
Sins of commission pass away in the acting or performing of 
them; so that he which acteth against a negative precept, 
after the act is passed, cannot properly be said to sin. Sins of 
omission, when the time is passed in which the affirmative 
precept did oblige unto performance, pass away, so that he 
which did then omit his duty when it was required, and in 
omitting sinned, after that time cannot be truly said to sin. 
But though the sin itself do pass away together with the time 
in which it was committed, yet the guilt thereof doth never 
pass which by committing was contracted. He which but 
once committed adultery, at that one time sinneth, and at no 
time after can be said to commit that sin; but the guilt of that 
sin remaineth on him still, and he may be for ever said to be 
guilty of adultery, because he is for ever subject to the wrath of 
God, and obliged to suffer the punishment due unto adultery.* 

This debt or obligation to punishment is not only necessarily 
resulting from the nature of sin, as it is a breach of the Law, 
nor only generally delivered in the Scriptures revealing the 
wrath of God unto all unrighteousness, but it is yet more par- 
ticularly represented in the word, which teacheth us, if we do 
ill, how ‘‘sin heth at the door.” (Gen. iv. 7.) Our blessed 
Saviour thus taught his disciples, “‘ Whosoever is angry with 
his brother without a cause shall be liable (obnoxious or bound 
over) to the judgment; and whosoever shall say to his brother, 
Raca, shall be lable (obnoxious, or bound over) to the council; 
but whosoever shall say, Thou fool, shall be lable (obnoxious, 
or bound over) to hell-fire.” (Matt. v. 22.)+ So saith our 


* This obligation unto punishment, 
remaining after the act of sin, is that 
peccati reatus of which the schools, and 
before them the fathers spake. The nature 
of this reatus is excellently declared by 
St. Augustin, delivering the distinction 
between actual and original sin: ‘In eis 
qui regenerantur in Christo, cum remis- 
sionem accipiunt prorsus omnium pecca- 
torum, utique necesse est, ut reatus etiam 
hujus licet adhuc manentis concupiscen- 
tie remittatur, ut in peccatum non impu- 
tetur. Nam sicut peccatorum, que manere 
non possunt, quoniam cum fiunt preete- 
reunt, reatus tamen manet, et nisi remit- 
tatur, in eternum manebit ; sic illius con- 
cupiscentie, quando remittitur, reatus 
aufertur. Hoc est enim non habere pec- 
catum, reum non esse peccati. Nam si 
quisquam, verbi gratia, fecerit adulteri- 
um, etiamsi nunquam deinceps faciat, 
reus est adulterii, donec reatus ipsius in- 
dulgentia remittatur. Habet erge pecca- 
tum, quamvis illud quod admisit jam non 
sit, quia cum tempore quo factum est pre- 
teriit. Nam si a peccando desistere, hoc 
esset non habere peccatum, sufficeret ut 


hoc nos moneret Scriptura; Fili, peccasti? 
non adjicias iterum: Non autem sufficit, 
sed addidit, et de pristinis deprecare, ut 
tibi remittantur. Manent ergo, nisi re- 
mittantur. Sed quomodo manent, si pre- 
terita sunt, nisi quia preterierunt actu, 
manent reatu?’ S. August. de Nupt. et 
Concup. 1. i. c. 26. ‘Ego de concupi- 
scentia dixi, que est in membris repug- 
nans legi mentis, quamvis reatus ejus in 
omnium peccatorum remissione transierit 5 
sicat e contrario sacrificium idolis factum, 
si deinceps non fiat, preterit actu, sed 
manet reatu, nisi per indulgentiam remit- 
tatur. Quiddam enim tale est sacrificare 
idolis, ut opus ipsum cum fit pretereat, 
eodemque preeterito reatus ejus maneat 
venia resolvendus.’ Idem, cont. Julian. 
l. vi, ¢.19. §. 60. 

+ "Evoxos éoras is the word used here, 
which is translated, shall be in danger, 
but is of a fuller and more pressing sense, 
as one which is a debtor, subject, and 
obliged to endure it.  Hesych. “Evoxoe, 
xeeworns, imevOvves, taroneinevos. Surd. 
“Evoxor, Daaitiog. Where, by the way, is 
to be observed a great mistake in the 
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Saviour again, ‘All sins shall be forgiven unto the sons of men, 
and blasphemies wherewith soever they shall blaspheme. But 
he that shall blaspheme against the Holy Ghost, hath never 
forgiveness, but is in danger of (liable, obnoxious, or bound 
over to) eternal damnation.” (Mark iii. 28, 29.) Whence ap- 
peareth clearly the guilt of sin and obligation to eternal pu- 
nishment, if there be no remission or forgiveness of it; and the 
taking off that liableness, obnoxiousness, or obligation unto 
death, if there be any such remission or forgiveness: all which is 
evident by the opposition, much to be observed in our Saviour’s 
expression, “he hath never forgiveness, but is liable to eternal 
death.” 

God, who hath the sovereign power and absolute dominion 
over all men, hath made a Law to be a perpetual and univer- 
sal rule of human actions; which Law whosoever doth violate, 
or transgress, and thereby sin (for by sin we understand no- 
thing else but the transgression of the Law), is thereby obliged 
in all equity to suffer the punishment due to that obliquity. 
And after the act of sin is committed and passed over, this 
guilt resulting from that act remaineth; that is, the person who 
committed it continueth still a debtor to the vindictive justice 
of God, and is obliged to endure the punishment due unto it; 
which was the second particular to be considered. 

The third consideration now followeth, What is the forgive- 
ness of sin, or in what remission doth consist; which at first ap- 
peareth to be an act of God towards a sinner, because the sin 
was committed against the Law of God; and therefore the 
punishment must be due from him, because the injury was done 


Lexicon of Phavorinus, whose words are ‘Hpwd. gov. p. 139, 36. ed. Steph. ei ovre 


these; “Evoyos, vmeviduvos, xeeworng: "Evo- 
os, vwairios, Tiuatog. ‘The first taken out 
of Hesychius, the last out of Suidas, cor- 
ruptly and absurdly ; corruptly évoge¢ for 
évoxos; absurdly Timatoc is added either as 
an interpretation of évoxos, or as an author 
which used it; whereas Tiates in Suidas 
is only the first word of the sentence, pro- 
vided by Suidas for the use of évoyog in the 
signification of isattiog. Agreeable unto 
Hesychiusis that in theLexicon of St. Cyril, 
Evoxoc, obnoxius, reus, obligatus. And so in the 
place of St. Matthew, the old translation, 
reuserit judicio. Asin Virgil, An. v. 237. 
‘ Constituam ante aras voti reus :’ Servius: 
“vott reus, debitor. Unde vota solventes 
dicimus absolutos. Inde est, (Kel. v. 80. ) 
Damnabis tu quoque votis, quasi reos facies.’ 
So the Syriac, x9 1 an from oan 
obligatum, debitorem, reuwm esse. For indeed 
the word tvoxos among the Greeks, as to 
this matter, hath a double signification ; 
one in respect of the sin, another in respect 
‘of the punishment due unto sin. In re- 
spect of a sin, as that in Antiphon, 7. rod 


povéa, onde evoyov to Eeyw: and that in 
Aristotle, Econ. i1. de Dionys. Syrac. évo- 
xo Epucey tegorvaiag ececbar: and that in 
Suidas taken out of Polybius: Tiaiog 
Kard rou “Eddeou wemoinrar xaTadpouny abroc 
av emt Surly dpaerhuac Evoxog? TH (LEY, OTE 
Wineds uaTnyopes Tay wérag Et TovTaLS, vig 
autos évoxds erry. In respect of the punish- 
ment of a sin, he is évoyog aed, who is ob- 
noxious to the curse, and tvoxog émtripeloss, 
obnoxious to the punishment, "Eerrolyieog, 
EUMovbos, TOUTETTIV, EVOXOS Wowvn, oLov Ep vig 
nuaere Sovg Tivwpiay, saith Suidas. Thus 
évoxos Oavarov eott, Matt. xxvi. 66. 15 aN 
xy) is not in the intention of the Jews, he 
is indanger of death, but he deserveth death, 
and he ought to die; he is xatradinos, by 
their sentence, as far as in them lay, con- 
demned to die. St. Chrysostom: Ti ody 
exeives 5 evoryes eore Oavarou. Wy wo uaradixoy 
AaBovres, TH tev TsAdrov Aovmav Arropnva- 
3a magacnevarmow? 6 3 noineivor cuvedores 
gacly, "Evoyos Savarov toviv, avtol xarnyo- 
eouvres, adrot Simalovres, abrol WndiConrevor, 
Wavra avro yworevos tore. Hom. 84, 
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But what is the true notion or nature of this act, or 


how God doth forgive a sinner, is not easy to determine ; nor 
can it be concluded out of the words themselves which do 
express it, the niceties of whose origination will never be able 


to yield a just interpretation.* 


For although the word signifying remission, have one sense 
among many other which may seem proper for this particular 
concernment; yet because the same word has been often used 
to signify the same action of God in forgiving sins, where it 
could have no such particular notion, but several times hath 
another signification tending to the same effect,} and as pro- 


* The word used in the Creed is dgecig 
ay.aevs@v, and that generally likewise in 
ase in the New Testament. But from 
thence we cannot be assured of the nature 
of this act of God, because a¢psévas and 
upecso are capable of several interpreta- 
dons. For sometimes a¢iévas is emittere, 
ind a&pecig emission. As Gen. xxxv. 18. 
Eyévera 98 ty tH apievas avrav tiv Luyiy, 
not cum demitteret eam anima, as it is 
translated, but cum emitteret ea animam,i. e. 
efflaret ; asdpiue 1d mvedpra, emisil spiritum, 
Matt. xxvii. 50. So Gen. xlv. 2. Kai 
apine poviv were xravOnov, not dimisit, but 
emisit vocem cum fletu ; as, apers qeviy prs- 
yarnv, emissa voce magna, Mark xv. 37. 
In the like manner apices Saragons are 
emissiones maris, 2 Sam, xxii. 16. as, apices 
idatwy, Joel i. 20. to which sense may be 
referred that of Hesychius: “Agecw, Uc 
minyye. -And this interpretation of apects 
can have no relation to the remission of 
sins. Secondly, dp:évat is often taken for 
permittere, as Gen. xx. 6. 0t% apiind ce 
a&lacbar airiic. Matt. ili. 15. apes adpre 
and tére apincw airav, which the Vulgar 
translated well, sine modo, and then ill, 
tunc dimisit eum. Matt. vii. 4. deg ex- 
Bar, sine ejiciam ; So Hesychius: apecis, 
cvyx#encig¢. And this hath as little rela- 
tion to the present subject. Thirdly, 
apsévas is sometimes relinguere and deserere, 
as Gen. xiii, 33. adeApdy eva apere wSe wer 
zuot. Matt. ve 24. deo ened ro dwgov cov. 
Vill. 15, nal apiixey adtnvd mueeros. xix. 27. 
120d, fynsio Apnnauey wavra. xxvi. 56. rove 
oi padnral mavres apevres avriv epuyw. And 
in this acceptation it cannot explicate unto 
us what is the true notion of d¢révat apeag- 
vag. Fourthly, It is taken for omittere, as 
Matt. xxiii. 23. xal dphuare ra& Bapdrepa 
rov voxeov, and Luke xi. 42. ratra eder groin- 
ous, uaneiva pati apitvar, and yet we have 
nothing to our present purpose. But, 
fifthly, it is often taken for remittere, and 
that particularly in relation to a debt, as 
Matt. xviii. 27. 70 ddverov apiiney airw and 
ver. 32. macay tiv Operriy Exsivny Adina cos. 
Which acceptation is most remarkable ia 


the year of release, Deut. xv. 1, 2. Av’ 
Evra Erav qmonoeis apes. Kal orm +6 
mporraypd TG apioemsr apnoers way Xpe0g 
iDsov, 0 OpeiAgs oot 6 mAnciov, ual tov AdEApey 
TOU OUk AmMasTncers’ EminEKAnTar yae apecss 
Kugiw +a @e@ cove Now this remission or 
release of debts hath a great affinity with 
remission of sins; for Christ himself hath 
conjoined these two together ; and called 
our sins by the name of debts, and pro- 
mised remission of sins to us by God, 
upon our remission of debtstoman. And 
therefore he hath taught us thus to pray: 
"Ages hyaly 7% dperhipnara hynay, wo nal neic 
Adiereev ToIs aperderars nud. Matt. vi. 12. 
Besides, he hath not only made use of the 
notion of debt, but any injury done unto 
a man, he calls asin against man, and 
exhorteth to forgive those sins committed 
against us, that God may forgive the sins 
committed by us, which are injuries done 
to him, Luke xvii. 3. "Eav 9 dudern sig ce 
6 adEAPes cou, Emitiuncoy abTa, ual Edy ETA~ 
vonon, abe adTa. 

+ We must not only look upon the pro- 
priety of the words used in the New Tes- 
tament, but we must also reflect upon 
their use in the Old, especially in such 
subjects as did belong unto the Old Tes- 
tament as wellas the New. Now d¢uévas 
draptias is there used for the verb 453, as 
Isa. xxii. 14. Naty 029 m7 PT 4D2ON 
Ove apedncetas duly alen 4 duaeria, Ewe 
ay agovavnte? sometimes for the verb rw, 
as Gen. 1. 17. oMNUM PMX pwd NI NW aoheEs 
avToig Thy aAdixiav xal tiv duaeTiay a’Tay 
Psal. xxv. 18. *MNvm D9 NW) zai apes maoag 
Tao ay.netiag wou. And in that remarkable 
place which St. Paul made use of to de- 
clare the nature of remission of sins, Psal. 
XXXL. 1. ywDNWIWR andpios ov apenoay 
ai dvopiat. Sometimes it is taken for nop 
as Numb. xiv. 19. mm Dyn pyd Xd MD ages 
Tiv duagriay TH Aaw ToTH. Lev. iv. 20. 
amd moon xal apednceras abroig n duaerio. 
Now being d¢sévat in relation to sins, is 
used for 992 signifying expiation and re- 
conciliation ; for xw) signifying elevation, 
portation, or ablation; for noo signifying 
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per to the remission of sins ; therefore I conceive the nature of 
forgiveness of sins is rather to be understood by the considera- 
tion of all such ways and means which were used by God in 
the working and performing of it, than in this, or any other 
which is made use of in expressing it. 

Now that we may understand what was done toward the re- 
mission of sins, that from thence we may conclude what was 
done in it; it is first to be observed, that “almost all things 
by the Law were purged with blood, and without shedding of 
blood there is no remission.” (Heb. ix. 22.)* And what was 
then legally done, was but a type of that which was to be per- 
formed by Christ, and therefore the blood of Christ must ne- 
cessarily be involved in the remission of sins; for he “ once in 
the end of the world hath appeared to put away sin by the sa- 
crifice of himself.” (Heb. ix. 26.)+ It must then be acknow- 
ledged, and can be denied by none, that Christ did suffer a 

ainful and shameful death, as we have formerly described it; 
that the death which he endured, he did then suffer for sin ; 
for “this man (saith the apostle) offered one sacrifice for sins ;” 
(Heb. x. 12.) that the sins for which he suffered were not his 
own, for “ Christ hath once suffered for sins, the just for the 
unjust ;” (1 Pet. ii. 18.) he was ‘‘ holy, harmless, undefiled, 
and separate from sinners,” (Heb, vil. 26.) and therefore had 
no sins to suffer for; that the sins which he suffered for, 
were ours, for “he was wounded for our transgressions, he 
was bruised for our iniquities;” (Isa. liil. 5.) he “was delivered 
for our offences,” (Rom. iv. 25.) he “gave himself for our sins,” 
(Gal. i. 4.) he “ died for our sins according to the Scriptures ;” 
(1 Cor. xv. 3.) that the dying for our sins was suffering death 
as a punishment taken upon himself, to free us from the punish- 
ment due unto our sins; for God “laid on him the iniquity of 
us all,” (Isa. lili. 6.) and “made him to be sin for us, who 
knew no sin:” (2 Cor. v. 21.) “he hath borne our griefs and 
carried our sorrows, the chastisement of our peace was upon 
him, and with his stripes are we healed ;” (Isa. lui. 4, 5.) that 
by the suffering of this punishment to free us from the punish- 
ment due unto our sins, it cometh to pass that our sins are 
forgiven, for, “ This is my blood (saith our Saviour) of the New 


pardon and indulgence ; we cannot argue 
from the word alone, that God in forgiv- 
ing sins doth only and barely release the 
debt. There is therefore no force to be 
laid upon the words adecig duapriay, re- 
missio peccatorum, or, asthe ancient fathers, 
remissa peccatorum, So Tertullian : ‘ Dixi- 
mus de remissa peccatorum.’ adv. Mare. 
]. iv. c. 18. St. Cyprian: ‘Qui blasphe- 
maverit in Spiritum Sanctum non habet 
remissam, sed reus est eterni peccati.’ |, 
lili. ep. 14. §. 1. al. ep. 10. ‘ Dominus 
baptizatur a servo, et remissam pecca- 
torum daturus, ipse non dedignatur la- 


vacro regenerationis corpus abluere.’ 
Idem, de bon. Patient.§.3. Of an infant: 
‘Qui ad remissam peccatorum recipi- 
endam hoc ipso facilius accedit, quod illi 
remittuntur non propria sed aliena pec- 
cata.’ Idem, 1. iii. ep. 8. §. 4. al. ep. 59. 
Addthe interpreter of Irenzeus concerning 
Christ : ‘ Remissam peccatorum exsisten- 
tem his qui credunt in eum.’ Adv. Heres. 
I. iv. c. 27.°§. 2: 


* Xwele aiuarenyuciag od yiverar adhere, 


t It is not only agecis, but abérncss 
Gpeaeriag. 
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Testament (or Covenant), which is shed for many for the 
remission of sins.” (Matt. xxvi. 28.) “In Christ we have re- 
demption through his blood, the forgiveness of sins according 
to the riches of his grace.” (Eph. 1. 7.) 

In which deduction or series of truths, we may easily per- 
ceive that the forgiveness of sins which is promised unto us, 
which we upon that promise do believe, containeth in it a re- 
conciliation of an offended God, and a satisfaction unto a just 
God: it containeth a reconciliation, as without which God can- 
not be conceived to remit; it comprehendeth a satisfaction, as 
without which God was resolved not to be reconciled. 

Yor the first of these, we may be assured of forgiveness of sins, 
because Christ by his death hath reconciled God unto us, who 
was offended by our sins; and that he hath done so, we are 
assured, because he which before was angry with us, upon the 
consideration of Christ’s death, becomes propitious unto us, 
and did ordain Christ’s death to be a propitiation for us. For 
we are ‘‘justified freely by his grace through the redemption 
that is in Jesus Christ; whom God hath set forth to bea pro- 
pitiation, through faith in his blood.” (Rom. 11. 24, 25.) “We 
have an advocate with the Father, and he is the propitiation 
for our sins.” (1 John 11. 1.) For God “loved us, and sent 
his Son to be a propitiation for our sins.” (Ibid. iv. 10.) It is 
evident therefore that Christ did render God propitious unto 
us by his blood (that is, his sufferings unto death), who before 
was offended with us for our sins. And this propitiation 
amounted to a reconciliation, that is, a kindness after wrath. 
We must conceive that God was angry with mankind before 
he determined to give our Saviour; we cannot imagine that 
God who is essentially just, should not abominate iniquity. 
The first affection we can conceive in him upon the lapse of 
man, is wrath and indignation. God therefore was most cer- 
tainly offended before he gave a Redeemer; and though it be 
most true, that he ‘‘so loved the world that he gave his only- 
begotten Son:” (John iii. 16.) yet there is no incongruity in 
this, that a father should be offended with that son which he 
loveth, and at that time offended with him when he loveth him. 
Notwithstanding therefore that God loved men whom he 
created, yet he was offended with them when they sinned, and 
gave his Son to suffer for them, that through that Son’s obe- 
dience he might be reconciled to them. 

This reconciliation is clearly delivered in the Scriptures as 
wrought by Christ; for “all things are of God, who hath recon- 
ciled us to himself by Jesus Christ ;”’ (2 Cor. v. 18.) and that 
by virtue of his death, for ‘“‘ when we were enemies, we were 
reconciled unto God by the death of his Son,” (Rom. v. 10.) 
“making peace through the blood of his cross, and by him 
reconciling all things unto himself.” (Col. 1, 20.) In vain it 1s 
objected that the Scripture saith our Saviour reconciled men 
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to God, but no where teacheth that he reconciled God to man; 
for in the language of Scripture, to reconcile a man to God, is 
in our vulgar language to reconcile God to man, that is, to cause 
him who before was angry and offended with him to be gra- 
cious and propitious to him. As the princes of the Philistines 
spake of David, ‘‘ Wherewith should he reconcile himself unto 
his master? should it not be with the heads of these men ?” 
(1 Sam. xxix. 4.)* Wherewith shall he reconcile Saul who is 
so highly offended with him, wherewith shall he render him 
gracious and favourable, but by betraying these men unto him? 
As our Saviour adviseth, “If thou bring thy gift before the 
altar, and there rememberest that thy brother hath aught against 
thee, leave there thy gift before the altar, and go thy way, first 
be reconciled to thy brother,” (Matt. v. 23, 24.)+ that is, recon- 
cile thy brother to thyself, whom thou hast injured, render him 
by thy submission favourable unto thee, who hath ponders 
against thee, and is offended at thee. As the apostle advise 
the wife that « departeth from her husband, to remain unmar- 
ried, or to be reconciled to her husband,” (1 Cor. vii. 11.) that 
is, to appease and get the favour of her husband. In the like 
manner we are said to be reconciled unto God, when God is 
reconciled, appeased, and become gracious and favourable unto 
us; and Christ is said to reconcile us unto God, when he hath 
moved, and obtained of God to be reconciled unto us, when 
he hath appeased him and restored us unto his favour. Thus 
“when we were enemies we were reconciled to God,” that is, 
notwithstanding he was offended with us for our sins, we were 
restored unto his favour “ by the death of his Son.” (Rom. v. 10.) 
Whence appeareth the weakness of the Socinian exception, 
that in the Scriptures we are said to be reconciled unto God;{ 
but God is never said to be reconciled unto us. For by that 
very expression, it is to be understood, that he which is recon- 
ciled in the language of the Scriptures, is restored unto the 
favour of him who was formerly offended with that person 
which is now said to be reconciled. As when David was to be 
reconciled unto Saul, it was not that David should lay down 
his enmity against Saul, but that Saul should become propi- 
tious and favourable unto David: and therefore where the 


* "Ey rim SadrAayhoerat ovrog TH xvElw 
arto ; ovyxt ev Tals xeparaic Tay avdeay éxci- 
vov 5 TIM acceptum se reddet, ita se geret, 
ut Saul eum in gratiam recipere velit. 


+ Tedrov Ssarraynbs two aderga cov. 


¢ ‘ Ad hec vero quod nos Deo recon- 
ciliarit, quid affers? Primum, nusquam 
Scripturam asserere, Deum nobis a 
Christo reconciliatum, verum id tantum 
quod nos per Christum aut mortem ejus 
simus reconciliati, vel Deo reconciliati ; 
ut ex omnibus locis, que de reconcilia- 


P 


tione agunt, videre est.’ Catech. Rac. c. 8. 
To this may be added the observation of 
Socinus : ‘Ita communem ferre loquendi 
consuetudinem, ut scilicet is reconciliatus 
fuisse dicatur, per quem stabat, ne ami- 
citia aut denuo exsisteret, aut conserva- 
retur.’ De Christo Servatore, p. 1. c. 8 
Which observation is most false, as ap- 
peareth in the case of Saul and David, 
and in the person mentioned in the Gos- 
pel, who is commanded to be reconciled 
unto him whom he had offended, and who 
had something against him. 


N 
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language is, that David should be reconciled unto Saul, the 
sense is, that Saul, who was exasperated and angry, should be 
appeased and so reconciled unto David. 

Nor is it any wonder God should be thus reconciled to sin- 
ners by the death of Christ, who “ while we were yet sinners 
died for us,” (Rom. v. 8.) because the punishment which Christ, 
who was our surety, endured, was a full satisfaction to the will 
and justice of God. ‘The Son of man came not to be minis- 
tered unto, but to minister, and to give his life a ransom for 
many.” (Matt. xx. 28.)* Now a ransom is a price given to 
redeem such as are in any way in captivity; any thing laid 
down by way of compensation to take off a bond or obligation, 
whereby he which before was bound becometh free. All sin- 
ners were obliged to undergo such punishments as are propor- 
tionate to their sins, and were by that obligation captivated 
and in bonds, and Christ did give his life a ransom for them, 
and that a proper ransom, if that his life were of any price, and 
given as such. For a ransom is properly nothing else but 
something of price given by way of redemption,+ to buy or 
‘purchase that which is detained, or given for the releasing of 
that which is enthralled. But it is most evident that the life 
of Christ was laid down as a price; neither is it more certain 
that he died, than that he bought us: ‘‘ Ye are bought with a 
price,” saith the apostle, (1 Cor. vi. 20. vii. 23.) and it is the 
“Lord who bought us,”(2 Pet. 11. 1.) and the price which 
he paid was his blood; for “we are not redeemed with cor- 
ruptible things, as silver and gold, but with the precious blood 
of Christ.” (1 Pet. 1. 18, 19.)t Now as it was the blood of 


* Aovvas viv Puxiv abdrod AUTEN aytt rAacyay wal dvr alrod viv Gort Sédaue AUT PA, 


goArav. What is the true notion of Aureov 
will easily appear, because both the ori- 
gination and use of the word are suffi- 
ciently known. The origination is from 
Ave solvere, to loose, AUTeov quasi AUThetoy. 
Etymol. Optarrea Ta Spemrneia, Homes AV pe 
wa aAutnesa. Hustath. Aéys 38 Ogéarren 
(ita leg.) r& rpopeta ex Tov Spewrhpia nara 
TVYKOMNY’ WS AUTHELA AUT PA, TWTNEIA THTTEM 
Iliad. A. 478. Adreoy igitur quicquid da- 
tur ut quis solvatur, “Ent aixuarsray tfw- 
vioews olnetoy +d AvEerOat Obey nat AUTPA Ta 
dwea AkyovTar TH Elo ToT Tiddueva* Kusta- 
thius upon that of Homer, Il. A.13. Av- 
copnevog TE SUyarea., It is properly spoken 
of such things asare given toredeem acap- 
tive, or recover a man into a free condi- 
tion. Hesych. Udvra ra Uuddpeve sig dvd- 
urnow avSeamwy (so lread it, notavaxAncty). 
So that whatsoever is given for such a 
purpose, is Avrgov, and whatsoever is not 
given for such an end, deserveth not the 
mame in Greek. As the city Antandrus 
was so called, because it was given in 
exchange for a man who was a captive. 
“Ort AcKavios alymaddwrog eyéveto Um Tle= 


ual dmervsn, Etym. So that there can be 
nothing more proper in the Greek lan- 
guage than the words of our Saviour, 
Aotivar ray buxyiv avrod Avtpoy aval modrdy 
Aodvas AvTeoy, for AUTeov is Td Idduevov, and 
avr modday, for itis given dtl dvOeamrwy, 
as that city was called, “Avraydpos: nyouy 
avr avdeog Sedouzévn. And therefore, 1 Tim. 
ii. 6. it is said, “O Sedg Eaurdy dvriauTpay 
UwEp WAvTO. 

+ Hesychius: Avrgoy, tind. 

+ This is sufficiently expressed by two 
words, each of them fully significative of 
a price: the first simple, which 1s dyoga- 
ew, the second in composition, &ayoea- 
gay. That the word dyogé@ew in the New 
Testament signifieth properly to buy, ap- 
peareth generally in the evangelists, and 
particularly in that place of the Revela- 
tions xiii. 17. ta pon rig SdynTas ayopacat i 
monica, In the same signification it is 
attributed undoubtedly unto Christ in 
respect of us, whom he is often said to 
have bought, as 2 Pet. ii. 1. rov dyogacayra 
adrorg Seomorny devoueros’ and this buying 
is. expressed to be by a price, 1 Cor. vi. 
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Christ, so it was a price given by way of compensation: and 
as that blood was precious, so was it a full and perfect satis- 
faction. For as the gravity of the offence and iniquity of the 
sin is augmented, and increaseth, according to the dignity of 
the person offended and injured by it; so the value, price, and 
dignity of: that which is given by way of compensation, is 
raised according to the dignity of the person making the satis- 
faction. God is of infinite majesty, against whom we have 
sinned; and Christ is of the same Divinity, who gave his life 
a ransom for sinners: for God “hath purchased hes Church 
with his own blood.” (Acts xx. 28.) Although therefore God 
be said to remit our sins by which we were captivated, yet he 
is never said to remit the price without which we had never 
been redeemed :* neither can he be said to have remitted it, 
because he did require it and receive it. 

If then we consider together, on our side the nature and 
obligation of sin, in Christ the satisfaction made and recon- 
ciliation wrought, we shall easily perceive how God forgiveth 
sins, and in what remission of them consisteth. Man being in 
all conditions under some law of God, who hath sovereign 
power and dominion over him, and therefore owing absolute 
obedience to that law, whensoever any way he transgresseth 
that law, or deviateth from that rule, he becomes thereby a 
sinner, and contracteth a guilt which is an obligation to endure 
a punishment proportionable to his offence; and God who is 
the Lawgiver and Sovereign, becoming now the party wronged 
and offended, hath a most just right to punish man as an 
offender. But Christ taking upon him the nature of man, and 
offering bimself a sacrifice for sin, giveth that unto God for 
and instead of the eternal death of man, which is more valuable 
and acceptable to God than that death could be, and so maketh 
a sufficient compensation and full satisfaction for the sins of 
man : which God accepting, becometh reconciled unto us, and, 
for the punishment which Christ endured, taketh off our obli- 
gation to eternal punishment. 


19, 20. ox érré EauTay, nyoedoSnre yee Th- 


pers, Vulg. non estis vestri, empti enim estis 
pretio magno: and 1 Cor. vil. 23. riyeii¢g 
nyoedcOnre, pan ylvecOe SotrA avSpwmrayv. 
What this price was is also evident, for 
the +i4% was the tinioy aiue the precious 
blood of Christ, or the blood given by way 
of price, Rev. v. 9. ort expayns, nal nydpa- 
as TH Osh tude ey TH aluart cov. Which 
will appear more fully by the compound 
word shayoealen, Gal. iii. 13. Xpionde yatig 
eEnyécacey & EM Tig naTdgas rou vixeou, yevoqeev0g 
vrée mpeaiy hardeas and Gal. iv. 4, 5. yevd- 
preven Umrd vopeov, tya rode bard voov ELayogton, 
Now this eLaryopar roe is proper redemp- 
tion, Or Avtpwo1s, upon a proper. price, 
though not silver or gold, yet as proper 
as silver and gold, and far beyond them 


both : Od Saegrots, deyuelw 4 yeuriw, édv- 
wTewOnTE Ex THS paTalng tua dvarTeopig Wa~ 
Tpomapaddrou, GAA Tiiw almare wo apevov 
dpraprou nat domwirou, Xpirrove 1 Pet.i. 18,19. 

* As Avreov is a certain price given or 
promised for liberty, so d¢gsévas AUTeov is to 
remit the price set upon the head of a 
man, or promised for him; as we read in 
the Testament of Lycon the philosopher : 
Anpnrelw frév EMevSégw madras dvtt adings Te 
adtea. Demetrius had been his servant, 
and he had set him free upon a certain 
price which he had engaged himself to 
pay for that liberty ; the sum which De- 
metrius was thus bound to pay, Lycon at 
his death remits, as also to Criton: Kpi~ 
roy, 88 Kapyndovin, ual tore 72 AUTeU adi- 


ns. Diog. Laert. in Vit. ad fin. 


Peed he's 
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Thus man who violated, by sinning, the law of God, and by 
that violation offended God, and was thereby obliged to under- 
go the punishment due unto the sin, and to be inflicted by the 
wrath of God, is, by the price of the most precious blood of 
Christ, given and accepted in full compensation and satisfaction 
for the punishment which was due, restored unto the favour of 
God, who being thus satisfied, and upon such satisfaction re- 
conciled, is faithful and just to take off all obligation unto 
punishment from the sinner ; and in this act of God consisteth 
the forgiveness of stns, which is sufficient for the first part of 
the explication of this Article, as being designed for nothing 
else but to declare what is the true notion of remisszon of sins, 
in what that action doth consist. 

The second part of the explication, taking notice not only 
of the substance, but also of the order of the Article, observing 
the immediate connexion of it with the holy Church, and the 
relation which in the opinion of the ancients it hath unto it, 
will endeavour to instruct us how this great privilege of for- 
giveness of sins is propounded in the Church, how it may be 
procured and obtained by the members of the Church. 

At the same time when our Saviour sent the apostles to 
gather a Church unto him, he foretold that ‘ repentance and 
remission of sins should be preached in his name among all 
nations, beginning at Jerusalem ;” (Luke xxiv. 47.) and when 
the Church was first constituted, they thus exhorted those 
whom they desired to come into it, ‘‘ Repent and be converted, 
that your sins may be blotted out;” (Acts 11. 19.) and, “ Be 
it known unto you that through this man is preached unto you 
forgiveness of sins.” (Acts xii. 38.) From whence it appeareth, 
that the Jews and Gentiles were invited to the Church of 
Christ, that they might therein receive remission of sins; that 
the doctrine of remission of all sins propounded and preached 
to all men, was proper and peculiar to the Gospel, which 
teacheth us that by Christ ‘all that believe are justified from 
all things, from which they could not be justified by the law 
of Moses.” (Ibid. 39.) Therefore John the Baptist, who went 
“before the face of the Lord to prepare his ways, gave know- 
ledge of salvation unto his people by the remission of their 
sins.” (Luke 1. 76, 77.) 

This, as it was preached by the apostles at the first gather- 
ing of the Church of Christ, I call proper and peculiar to the 
Gospel, because the same doctrine was not so propounded by 
the Law. For if we consider the Law itself strictly and under 
the bare notion of a law, it promised life only upon perfect, 
absolute, and uninterrupted obedience ; the voice thereof was 
only this, ‘ Do this and live.’ Some of the greater sins nomi- 
nated and specified in the Law, had annexed unto them the 
sentence of death, and that sentence irreversible ; nor was there 
any other way or means left in the Law of Moses, by which 
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that punishment might be taken off. As for other less and 
more ordinary sins, there were sacrifices appointed for them ; 
and when those sacrifices were offered and accepted, God was 
appeased, and the offences were released. Whatsoever else 
we read of sins forgiven under the Law, was of some special 
divine indulgence, more than was promised by Moses, though 
not more than was promulgated unto the people, in the name 
and of the nature of God, so far as something of the Gospel 
was mingled with the Law. 

Now as to the atonement made by the sacrifices, it clearly 
had relation to the death of the Messias; and whatsoever 
virtue was in them did operate through his death alone. As 
he was the “ Lamb slain from the foundation of the world,” 
(Rev. xiii. 8.) so all atonements which were ever made, were 
only effectual by his blood. But though no sin was ever for- 
given, but by virtue of that satisfaction ; though God was never 
reconciled unto any sinner but by intuition of that propitia- 
tion; yet the general doctrine of remission of sins was never 
clearly revealed,* and publicly preached to all nations, till the 
coming of the Saviour of the world, whose name was therefore 
called Jesus, because he was to “save his people from their 
sins.” (Matt. i. 21.) 

Being therefore we are assured that the preaching remission 
of sins belongeth not only certainly, but in some sense pecu- 
harly, to the Church of Christ, it will be next considerable how 
this remission is conferred upon any person in the Church. 

For a full satisfaction in this particular, two things are very 
observable; one relating to the initiation, the other concerning 
the continuation, of a Christian. For the first of these, it is 
the most general and irrefragable assertion of all, to whom we 
have reason to give credit, that all sins whatsoever any person 
is guilty of, are remitted in the baptism of the same person. For 
the second, it is as certain that all sins committed by any per- 
son after baptism are remissible; and the person committing 
those sins shall receive forgiveness upon true repentance, at 
any time, according to the Gospel. 

First, It is certam, that forgiveness of sins was promised to 
all who were baptized in the name of Christ; and it cannot be 
doubted but all persons who did perform all things necessary 
to the receiving the ordinance of baptism, did also receive the 
benefit of that ordinance, which is remission of sins. “ John did 
baptize in the wilderness, and preach the baptism of repentance 
for the remission of sins.” (Mark i. 4.) And St. Peter made 
this the exhortation of his first sermon, ‘ Repent and be bap- 
tized every one of you in the name of Jesus Christ for the re- 
mission of sins.” (Acts ii. 38.) In vain doth doubting and 


* « Lex peccatorum nescit remissionem ; lex mysterium non habet quo occulta pur- 
gantur: et ideo quod in lege minus est, consummatur in Evangelio.’ S. Ambros. in 
Lucam, |. vi. c. 7. 
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fluctuating Socinus endeavour to evacuate the evidence of this 
Scripture :* attributing the remission either to repentance 
without consideration of baptism, or else to the public pro- 
fession of faith made in baptism ; or if any thing must be at- 
tributed to baptism itself, it must be nothing but a declaration 
of such remission. For how will these shifts agree with that 
which Ananias said unto Saul, without any mention either of 
repentance or confession, ‘‘ Arise and be baptized, and wash 
away thy sins ?” (Acts xxi. 16.) and that which St. Paul, who 
was so baptized, hath taught us concerning the Church, that 
Christ doth “sanctify and cleanse it with the washing of 
water ?” (Eph. v. 26.) It is therefore sufficiently certain that 
baptism as it was instituted by Christ after the preadministra- 
tion of St. John, wheresoever it was received with all qualifi- 
cations necessary in the person accepting, and conferred with 
all things necessary to be performed by the person administer- 
ing, was most infallibly efficacious, as to this particular, that 
is, to the remission of all sins committed before the adminis- 
- tration of this sacrament. 

As those which are received into the Church by the sacra- 
ment of baptism, receive the remission of their sins of which 
they were guilty before they were baptized ; so after they are 
thus made members of the Church, they receive remission of 
their future sins by their repentance. Christ who hath left 
us a pattern of prayer, hath thereby taught us for ever to im- 
plore and beg the forgiveness of our sins ; that as we through 
the frailty of our nature are always subject unto sin, so we 
should always exercise the acts of repentance, and for ever 


* «Vel Baptismo illi, hoc est, sole- 
mniter peracte ablutioni, peccatorum Re- 
missionem nequaquam tribuit Petrus, sed 
totam penitentie ; vel si Baptismi quo- 
que rationem ea in re habuit, aut quatenus 
publicam nominis Jesu Christi professi- 
onem continet, eam tantum consideravit ; 
aut si ipsius etiam externe ablutionis 
omnino rationem habere voluit, quod ad 
ipsam attinet, remissionis peccatorum 
nomine, non ipsam remissionem vere, 
sed remissionis declarationem, et obsi- 
gnationem quandam intellexit.’ Socin. de 
Baptism. c. 7. 

+ St. Chrysostom speaking of the power 
of the priests: OU yae dray has dvayeware 
fAdvoy, GAG ual era TadTa cuyyweely EXov- 
ow éourlay duapriata. De Sacerd. |, iii. 
t. vi. p.17. ‘ Excepto baptismatis munere, 
quod contra originale peccatum donatum 
est, (ut quod generatione attractum est, 
regeneratione detrahatur ; et tamen activa 
quoque peccata, quacunque corde, ore, 
opere commissa invenerit, tollit:) hac 
ergo excepta magna indulgentia (unde 
incipit hominis renovatio) in qua solvitur 
omnis reatus et ingeneratus et additus ; 


ipsa etiam vita cetera jam ratione utentis 
wtatis, quantalibet prepolleat foecunditate 
justitie, sine remissione peccatorum non 
agitur: quoniam filii Dei, quamdiu mor- 
taliter vivunt, cum morte confligunt: et 
quamvis de illis sit veraciter dictum, Quot- 
quot Spiritu Dei aguntur, hi filit sunt Dei: 
sic tamen Spiritu Dei excitantur et tan- 
quam filii Dei proficiunt ad Deum, ut 
etiam Spiritu suo (maxime aggravante 
corruptibili corpore) tanquam filii homi- 
num quibusdam moribus humanis defici- 
ant ad seipsos et peccent.’ S. August. 
Enchir. c. 64. Odrw nat wera 70 Raorricpna 
Exxadaiperar duaprhrara era wovou TOANU 
wet xaarou. Tlacay rolvw emderEaueta 
cmovdiv, ras adrd elareibas évredsev, nat 
aicyuyng ual Tig KoAacEwS aTahrAayivas The 
exer xdv yae prupla wyney ipaneTnndrec, ay 
2Oerwuev, Suvnedueta amayra tTavTa aio- 
SicSa: trav auaprnuatov ra goeria. SS, 
Chrysost. Hom. in Pentecost. 1. ‘ Quod au- 
tem scriptum est, Et sanguis Jesu filii 
ejus mundat nos ab omni peccato, tam in 
confessione Baptismatis, quam in cle- 
mentia poenitudinis accipiendum est.’ S, 


Hieron. adv. Pelag. 1. ii. col. 515. 
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seek the favour of God. This then is the comfort of the Gos- 
pel, that as it discovereth sin within us, so it propoundeth a 
remedy unto us. While we are in this life encompassed with 
flesh, while the allurements of the world, while the stratagems 
of Satan, while the imfirmities and corruptions of our nature, 
betray us to the transgression of the Law of God, we are 
always subject to offend (from whence whosoever saith that he 
hath no sin is a liar, contradicting himself, and contracting 
iniquity by pretending innocency); and so long as we can 
offend, so long we may apply ourselves unto God by repent- 
ance, and be renewed by his grace, and pardoned by his mercy. 

And therefore the Church of God, in which remission of sin 
is preached, doth not only promise it at first by the laver of 
regeneration, but afterwards also upon the virtue of repentance; 
and to deny the Church this power of absolution is the heresy 
of Novatian.* 

The necessity of the belief in this Article appeareth, first, 
Because there can be no Christian consolation without this per- 
suasion. For we have all sinned and come short of the glory 
of God, nay, God himself hath concluded all under sin; we 
must also acknowledge that every sinner is a guilty person, and 
that guilt consisteth in an obligation to endure eternal punish- 
ment from the wrath of God provoked by our sins; from whence 
nothing else can arise but a fearful expectation of everlasting 
misery. So long as guilt remaineth on the soul of man, so 
long is he in the condition of the devils, “delivered into chains 
and reserved unto judgment.” (2 Pet. 11.4.) For we all fell as 
well as they, but with this difference ; remission of sins is pro- 
mised unto us, but to them it is not. 

Secondly, It is necessary to believe the forgaveness of sins, 
that thereby we may sufficiently esteem God’s goodness and 
our happiness. When man was fallen into sin, there was no 
possibility left him to work out his recovery; that soul which 
had sinned must of necessity die, the wrath of God abiding 
upon him for ever. There can be nothing imaginable in that 
man which should move God not to shew a demonstration of 
his justice upon him; there can be nothing without him which 
could pretend to rescue him from the sentence of an offended 


* T call this the heresy of Novatian 
rather than of Novatus, because though 
they both joined init, yet it rather sprang 
from Novatianus the Roman presbyter, 
than from Novatus the African bishop. 
Aud he is thus expressed by” Epiphanius, 
Har. lix. §. 1. Aéyov pen sivar cwrnpiay, 
AAAS play muerdvory pera 8 vd Rovredy, pen 
xirt Sivacbas Ercticbas wagamerroxndra* that 
is, he acknowledged but one repentance 
which was available in baptism ; after 
which if any man sinned, there was no 
mercy remaining for him. To which Epi- 
phanius gives this reply: “H pev teAgia 


peeraévoe Ey TH AouTpa Tuyx aver ef JE To a~ 
eemEcey OX AIOAAEL TOUTOV 4 ayia ToD Oeov 
Exnrnoia Nwor yap ual emdvodov, nab mera 
Thy peravoiay ty ueramérecavr Ibid. and 
again: Aéyeras ovy 6 ayia royog nah h ayla 
@cov exuAncia mwavrore thy prerdvosav’ Ibid. 
§. 2. and yet more generally : Ta wavre 
capitis TETENEIO TAL pera ry evrevdev endnpaiay, 
ert 08 byTov fy Ta ayau WavTov, Kab wera 
wraoW ETL avarracis, ert EAmis, Ett Seea~ 
Meio, ETL dproroyla~ xav ef px TEAELOTATA, GAR 
oby ye THY dAAaV oUK aMnyogeUTas N TwTneia, 


Ibid. §. 10. 
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and almighty God. Glorious therefore must the goodness of 
our God appear, who dispenseth with his Law, who taketh off 
the guilt, who looseth the obligation, who imputeth not the 
sin. This is God’s goodness, this is man’s happiness. “ For 
blessed is he whose transgression is forgiven, whose sin is co- 
vered ; blessed is the man unto whom the Lord imputeth no 
iniquity.” (Psal, xxxil. 1, 2.) The year of release, the year of 
jubilee, was a time of publicjoy ; and there is no voice like that, 
‘thy sins are forgiven thee.” By this aman is rescued from in- 
fernal pains, secured from everlasting flames ; by this he is made 
capable of heaven, by this he is assured of eternal happiness. 

Thirdly, It is necessary to believe the forgiveness of sins, that 
by the sense thereof we may be inflamed with the love of God: 
for, that love doth naturally follow from such a sense, appeareth 
by the parable in the Gospel, ‘‘ There was a certain creditor 
which had two debtors, the one owed him five hundred pence, 
the other fifty. And when they had nothing to pay, he frankly 
forgave them both.” (Luke vii. 41, 42.) Upon which case our 
Saviour made this question, “ Which of them will love him 
most?” He supposeth both the debtors will love him, because 
the creditor forgave them both; ana he collecteth the degrees 
of love will answer proportionably to the quantity of the debt 
forgiven. We are the debtors, and our debts are sins, and the 
creditor is God: the remission of our sins is the frank forgiving 
of our debts, and for that we are obliged to return our love. 

Fourthly, The true notion of forgiveness of sins is necessary 
to teach us what we owe to Christ, to whom, and how far we 
are indebted for this forgiveness. ‘‘ Through this man is 
preached unto us the forgiveness of sins,” (Acts xiii. 38.) and 
without a surety we had no release. He rendered God propi- 
tious unto our persons, because he gave himself as a satisfaction 
forour sins. While thus he took off our obligation to punish- 
ment, he laid upon us a new obligation of obedience. We 
‘are not our own” who are “ bought with a price :” we must 
*‘olorify God in our bodies, and in our spirits, which are God’s.” 
(1 Cor. vi. 19, 20.) We must be no longer ‘‘ the servants of 
men; we are the servants of Christ, who are bought with a 
price.” (1 Cor. vii, 22, 23.) 

Fifthly, It is necessary to believe remission of sins as wrought 
by the blood of Christ, by which the covenant was ratified and 
confirmed, which mindeth us of a condition required. It is 
the nature of a covenant to expect performances on both parts; 
and therefore if we look for forgiveness promised, we must 
perform repentance commanded. These two were always 
preached together, and those which God hath joined ought no 
man to putasunder. Christ did truly appear ‘‘a Prince and a 
Saviour,” and it was ‘‘ to give repentance to Israel, and forgive- 
ness of sins ;” (Acts v.31.) he joined these two in the apostles’ 
commission, saying, that ‘repentance and remission of sins 
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should be preached in his name throughout all nations.” (Luke 
xxiv. 47.) 

From hence every one may learn what he is explicitly to 
believe and confess in this Article of forgiveness of sins; for 
thereby he is conceived to intend thus much: I do freely and 
fully acknowledge, and with unspeakable comfort embrace this 
as a most necessary and infallible truth, that whereas every sin 
ig a transgression of the Law of God, upon every transgression 
there remaineth a guilt upon the person of the transgressor, 
and that guilt is an obligation to endure eternal punishment ; 
so that all men being concluded under sin, they were all obliged 
to suffer the miseries of eternal death; it pleased God to give 
his Son, and his Son to give himself to be a surety for this 
debt, and to release us from these bonds, and because without 
shedding of blood there is no remission, he gave his life a 
sacrifice for sin, he laid it down as a ransom, even his precious 
blood as a price by way of compensation and satisfaction to 
the will and justice of God; by which propitiation, God, who 
was by our sins offended, became reconciled, and being so, 
took off our obligation to eternal punishment, which is the guilt 
of our sins, and appointed in the Church of Christ the sacra- 
ment of baptism for the first remission, and repentance for the 
constant forgiveness of all following trespasses. And thus I 
believe THE FORGIVENESS OF SINS. 


ARTICLE XI. 
The Resurrection of the Body. 


Tuis Article was anciently delivered and acknowledged by all 
Churches,* only with this difference, that whereas in other 
places it was expressed in general terms, the resurrection of the 
Slesh, they of the Church of Aquileia, by the addition of a pro- 
noun propounded it to every single believer in a more particular 
way of expression, the resurrection of this flesh. And though 
we have translated it in our English Creep, the resurrection of 
the body ; yet neither the Greek nor Latin ever delivered this 
Article in those terms, but in these, the resurrection of the flesh ;+ 


* «Cum omnes ecclesiz ita sacramen- 
tum Symboli tradant, ut postquam dixe- 
rint peccatorum remissionem, addant carnis 
resurrectionem ; sancta Aqilueiensis eccle- 
sia, ubi tradit carnis resurrectionem, addit 
unius pronominis syllabam; et pro eo 
quod ceteri dicunt, carnis reswrrectionem, 
nos dicimus hujus carnis resurrectionem.’ 
Ruffin. Apol. 1, 1. adv. Hier. inter Op. Hie- 
ron, t. iv. par. 2. col. 354. * Satis cauta 
et provida adjectione fidem Symboli ec- 
clesia nostra docet, que in eo quoda ce- 
teris traditur, carnis resurrectionem, uno 
addito pronomine tradit, hujus carnis re- 


surrectionem.’ Id. in Symb. §, 42. ‘ Sive 
ergo corpus resurrecturum dicimus, se- 
cundum Apostolum dicinius (hoc enim 
nomine usus est ille) sive carnem dici- 
mus, secundum traditionem Symboli con- 
fitemur.’ Idem, Prol. in Apolog. Pamphilt. 


+ The Greeks always use cagnds dvd- 
oracw, the Latins carnis resurrectionem. 
And this was to be observed, because, 
being we read of spiritual bodies some 
would acknowledge the resurrection of 
the body, who would deny the resurrec- 
tion of the flesh. Of this St. Jerome gives 
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because there may be ambiguity in the one, in relation to the 
celestial and spiritual bodies, but there can be no collusion in 
the other. Only it will be necessary, for shewing our agree- 
ment with the ancient Creeds, to declare that as by flesh they 
understood the body of man, and not any other flesh ; so we, 
when we translate it body, understand no other body but such 
a body of flesh, of the same nature which it had before it was 
by death separated from the soul. And this we may very well 
and properly do, because our Church hath already taken care 
therein, and given us a fit occasion so to declare ourselves. 
For though in the CrEEp itself, used at Morning and Evening 
Prayer, the Article be thus delivered, the resurrection of the 
body, yet in the form of public baptism, where itis propounded 
by way of question to the godfathers in the name of the child 
to be baptized, it runneth thus, ‘ Dost thou believe—the resur- 
rection of the flesh?” We see by daily experience that all men 
are mortal; that the body, left by the soul, the salt and life 
thereof, putrifieth and consumeth, and according to the sen- 
tence of old, returneth unto dust: but these bodies, as frail 
and mortal as they are, consisting of this corruptible flesh, are 
the subject of this Article, in which we profess to believe the 
resurrection of the body. 

When we treated concerning the resurrection of Christ,* 
we delivered the proper notion and nature of the resurrection 
in general, that from thence we might conclude that our Sa- 
viour did truly rise from the dead. Being now to explain the 
resurrection to come, we shall not need to repeat what we 
then delivered, or make an addition as to that particular, but 
referring the reader to that which is there explained, it will be 
necessary for us only to consider what is the resurrection to 
come, who are they which shall be raised, how we are assured 
they shall rise, and in what manner all shall be performed. 
And this resurrection hath some peculiar difficulties different 
from those which might seem to obstruct the belief of Christ’s 
resurrection. For the body of the Son of God did never see 
corruption; all the parts thereof continued in the same condi- 
tion in which they were after his most precious soul had left 
them, they were only deposited in the sepulchre, otherwise the 
grave had no power over them. But other mortal bodies, after 
the soul hath deserted them, are left to all the sad effects of 


their mortality: we may say “to corruption, Thou art my 


father; to’the worm, Thou art my mother and my sister ;’ 


an account, and withal of the words of 
the Creed: ‘ Exempli causa pauca sub- 
jiciam, Credimus, inquiunt, resurrectionem 
futuram corporum. Hoc si bene dicatur, 
pura confessio est ; sed quia corpora sunt 
coelestia, et terrestria, et aer iste et aura 
tenuis juxta naturam suam corpora no- 
minantur, corpus ponunt, non carnem, ut 
Orthodoxus corpus audiens carnem putet, 
Hereticus spiritum recognoscat. Hee 


? 


our 


enim eorum est prima decipula; que si 
deprehensa fuerit, instruunt alios dolos, 
et innocentiam simulant, et malitiosos 
nos vocant, et quasi simpliciter credentes 
aiunt, Credimus resurrectionem carnis. Hoc 
vero cum dixerint, vulgus indoctum putat 
sibi sufficere, maxime quia idipsum et in 
Symbolo creditur.’ Ep. 65. al. 41. ad 
Pammach. et Ocean, col. 344. 
* Page 380. 
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corpses “go down to the bars of the pit, and rest together in 
the dust.” (Job xvi. 14. 16.) Our death is not a simple disso- 
lution, nor a bare separation of soul and body, as Christ’s was, 
but our whole tabernacle is fully dissolved, and every part 
thereof crumbled into dust and ashes, scattered, mingled, and 
confounded with the dust of the earth. There is a description 
ofa kind of resurrection in the prophet Ezekiel, in which there 
is supposed a “ valley full of bones, and there was a noise, and 
behold a shaking, and the bones came together, bone to his 
bone, the sinews and the flesh came upon them, and the skin 
covered them above, and their breath came into them, and they 
lived and stood upon their feet.” (Ezek. xxxvii. 1. 7,8. 10.) But 
in the resurrection to come we cannot suppose the bones in the 
valley, for they are dissolved into dust as well as the other parts. 

We must therefore undertake to shew that the bodies of 
men, howsoever corrupted, wheresoever in their parts dispersed, 
how long soever dead, shall hereafterbe recollected in them- 
selves, and united to their own souls. And for the more fa- 
cile and familiar proceeding in this so highly concerning truth, 
{ shall make use of this method: First, To prove that such a 
resurrection is not in itself impossible: Secondly, To shew 
that it is upon general considerations highly probable: Thirdly, 
To demonstrate that it is upon Christian principles infallibly 
certain. It is not in itself impossible, therefore no man can 
absolutely deny it; it is upon natural and moral grounds highly 
probable, therefore all men may rationally expect it; it is upon 
evangelical principles infallibly certain, therefore all Christians 
must firmly believe it. 

First, I confess philosophers of old did look upon the resur- 
rection of the body as impossible,* and though some of them 
thought the souls of the dead did live again, yet they never 
conceived that they were united to the same bodies, and that 
their flesh should rise out of the dust that it might be conjoined 
to the spirit of aman. We read of “ certain philosophers of 
the Epicureans and of the Stoics, who encountered St. Paul ; 
and when they heard of the resurrection they mocked him, 
some saying, that he seemed to be a setter-forth of strange 
gods, because he preached unto them Jesus and the resurrec- 
tion.” (Acts xvii. 18.) Butas the ancient philosophers thought 
a creation impossible, because they looked only upon the con- 
stant works of nature, among which they never find any thing 
produced out of nothing, and yet we have already proved a 


* Pliny, reckoning up those things 
which he thought not to be in the power 
of God, mentions these two: ‘ Mortales 
zternitate donare, aut revocare defunctos.’ 
l. ii. cap. 7. And A‘schylus, though a 
Pythagorean, yet absolutely denies it to 
be in the power of God, for so he makes 
Apollo speak to the Eumenides: 

Trédag ev av AvcEsEY, ert TOUS aos, 

| Kal xdera monnh anxavh Aurnptos. 


’Avdeds & erraidav abu dvacmdon xoveg 

“Anak Gavovros, UTIs BOT ayarTActs. 

Tovrav emwdas ovu emoincey marie 

Oipcs, Ta Y GANA avr’ dvw Te Xal Karo 

UTeepwy tiIncw, obdey do Dpratvoy, prEvEL. 
AEschyl. Eumenid. 635. 

‘ Uti anima interire dicatur, ab Epicureis 

observatur. Et carnis restitutio negetur, 

de una omnium Philosophorum schola su- 

mitur.’ Tertull. de Prescr. adv. Heret.c. 7. 
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creation not only possible, but performed ; so did they think a 
resurrection of corrupted, dissolved, and dissipated bodies to 
be as impossible, because they could never observe any action 
or operation in nature, which did or could produce any such 
effect; and yet we being not tied to the consideration of nature 
only, but estimating things possible and impossible by the 
power of God, will easily demonstrate that there is no impos- 
sibility that the dead should rise. 

For, if the resurrection of the dead be impossible, it must 
be so in one of these respects ; either in reference to the agent, 
or in relation to the patient; either because it is a work of 
so much difficulty, that there neither is nor can be any agent 
of wisdom, power, and activity, sufficient to effect it; or else 
because the soul of man is so far separated by death from the 
body, and the parts of the body so much dissolved from them- 
selves, and altered from their nature, that they are absolutely 
incapable by any power to be united as they were. Either 
both or one of these two must be the reason of the impossibility, 
if the resurrection be impossible; for if the body be capable of 
being raised, and there be any agent of sufficient ability to raise 
it, the resurrection of it must be possible. 

Now, if the resurrection were impossible in respect of the 
agent which should effect it, the impossibility must arise 
either from an insufficiency of knowledge or of power;* for 
if either the agent know not what is to be done, or if he know 
it but hath no power to do it, either he will not attempt it, or 
if he do, must fail in the attempt; but that, of which he hath 
perfect knowledge, and full power to effect, cannot be impos- 
sible in relation to the agent endued with such knowledge, and 
with such power. 

Now, when we say the resurrection is possible, we say not it 
is so to men or angels, or any creature of a limited knowledge 
or finite power, but we attribute it to God, with whom nothing 
is impossible; (Luke i. 37.) his understanding is infinite, he 
knoweth all the men which ever lived since the foundation, or 
shall live unto the dissolution of the world, he knoweth whereof 
all things were made, from what dust we came, into what 
dust we shall return. “ Our substance was not hid from thee, 
O Lord, when we were made in secret, and curiously wrought 
in the lowest parts of the earth; thine eyes did see our sub- 
stance, yet being imperfect, and in thy book were all our mem- 
bers written, which in continuance were fashioned when as yet 
there was none of them.” (Psal. cxxxix. 15, 16.) Thus every 
particle in our bodies, every dust and atom which belongeth 


* TS addvaroy Tin yry=vaousTat Mat adAn- 
Oerav rorovroy, i EX TOU pai yryvaonely FO yevn- 
conevev, nh Ex TOU Sivapaw deuovoay per EXE 
mpg TO Toinrat MaAwS TO EyvWTprvoy. “O yap 
ayvoav vs Trav yeverbas Sedvrwy ovu ay ovr” Ey- 
KEpioat, Te TWoiiras TO wapamay SunSsin 
Saree ayvosit 6 TE ylyvMrHwY Karws 70 Tandn- 


Tomevov, nal modey yevorr ay xal WaIC, SUVApALY 
SE and Grwg Exwv mpeg TO Woiioas To ytyvor- 
THILKEVOY H [AN Apkotoay EXwY, OM dy EyyEtpn- 
TELE THY APXNV, EL Twpeovoin xat Thy iSiay ems- 
oneinras Siva, eyrerphons 38 dmegionemrms 
oun av emirerereie FO SdZav. Athenagoras de 
Resurrectione, p, 42. 
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to us, is known to him that made us. The generation of our 
flesh is clearly seen by “ the Father of spirits,” (Heb. xii. 9.) the 
augmentation of the same is known to him “in whom we live, 
move, and have our being ;” (Acts xvii. 28.) the dissolution of 
our tabernacles is perceived by that God by whom the “ very 
hairs of our head are all numbered, and without whom one 
sparrow shall not fall to the ground.” (Matt. x. 29, 30.) He 
which numbereth the sands of the sea, knoweth all the scat- 
tered bones, seeth into all the graves and tombs, searcheth all 
the repositories and dormitories in the earth, knoweth what 
dust belongeth to each body, what body to each soul. Again, 
as his all-seeing eye observeth every particle of dissolved and 
corrupted man, so doth he also see and know all ways and 
means by which these scattered parts should be united, by 
which this ruined fabric should be recompacted; he knoweth 
how every bone should be brought to its old neighbour-bone, 
how every sinew may be re-embroidered on it; he understand- 
eth what are the proper parts to be conjoined, what is the pro- 
per gluten by which they may become united. The resurrection 
therefore cannot be impossible in relation to the Agent upon 
any deficiency of knowledge how to effect it. 

And as the wisdom is infinite, so the power of this Agent 
is illimited; for God is as much omnipotent as omniscient. 
There can be no opposition made against him, because all power 
is his; nor can he receive acheck against whom there is no 
resistance: all creatures must not only suffer, but do what he 
will have them; they are not only passively, but actively obe- 
diential. ‘There is no atom of the dust or ashes but must be 
where it pleaseth God, and be applied and make up what and 
how it seemeth good to him. The resurrection therefore can- 
not be impossible in relation unto God upon any disability to 
effect it, and consequently there is no impossibility in reference 
to the agent, or him who is to raise us. 

Secondly, The resurrection is not impossible in relation to 
the patient, because where we look upon the power of God, 
nothing can be impossible but that which involveth a contra- 
diction, as we before have proved; and there can be no con- 
tradiction in this, that he which was, and now is not, should 
hereafter be what before he was. It was so far from a repug- 
nancy, that it rather containeth a rational and apparent possi- 
bility, that man who was once dust, becoming dust, should 
become man again. Whatsoever we lose in death, is not lost 
to God; as no creature could be made out of nothing but by 
him, so can it not be reduced into nothing but by the same: 
though therefore the parts of the body of man be dissolved, 
yet they perish not ; they lose not their own entity when they 
part with their relation to humanity ;* they are laid up in the 


* ‘Non solaanimaseponitur: habet et  dissolvi videtur, velut in vasa transfundi- 
caro suos sinus interim, in aquis, inaliti- tur.’ Tertwll. de Resurrec. carnis, c. 63. 
bus, in ignibus, in bestiis; cum in hec ‘Tu perire et Deo credis, si quid oculis 
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secret places, and lodged in the chambers of nature, and it is 
no more a contradiction that they should become the parts of 
the same body of man to which they did belong, than that after 
his death they should become the parts of any other body, as 
we see they do. Howsoever they are scattered, or wheresoever 
lodged, they are within the knowledge and power of God,* and 
can have no repugnancy by their separation to be reunited 
when and how he pleaseth. The first dust of which man was 
made, was as far from being flesh as any ashes now or dust 
can be; it was only an omnipotent power which could mould 
that into a human body, and breathe into the nostrils of it the 
breath of life. The same power therefore, which must always 
be, can still make of the dust returning from the bodies of men 
unto the earth, human bones and flesh, as well as of the dust 
which first came from the earth: for if it be not easier, it is 
most certainly as easy to make that to be again which once 
hath been, as to make that to be which before was not.t 
When there was no man, Ged made him of the earth: and 
therefore when he returns to earth, the same God can inake him 
man again. The resurrection therefore cannot be impossible, 
which is our first. conclusion. 

Secondly, The resurrection is not only in itself possible, so 
that no man with any reason can absolutely deny it; but it is 
also upon many general considerations highly probable, so 
that all men may very rationally expect it. If we consider the 
principles of humanity, the parts of which we all consist, we 
cannot conceive this present life to be proportionable to our 
composition. The souls of men, as they areimmaterial, so they 


nostris hebetibus subtrahitur? Corpus 
omne, sive arescit in pulverem, sive in 
humorem solvitur, vel in cinerem com- 
primitur, vel in nidorem tenuatur, sub- 
ducitur nobis, sed Deo elementorumn 
custodi reservatur.’ Minutius Felix in Oc- 
tavio, c. 34. ‘Omnia que discerpuntur, 
et in favillas quasdam putrescunt, integra 
Deo sunt ; in illa enim elementa mundi 
eunt, unde primo venerunt.’ S. August. 
in Psal. enarrat. 62. §. 6. 

* © Absit autem ut ad resuscitanda cor- 
pora viteeque reddenda non possit omni- 
potentia Creatoris omnia revocare que 
vel bestia vel ignis absumpsit, vel in pul- 
verem cineremque collapsum, vel in hu- 
morem solutum, vel in auras est exhala- 
tum. Absit ut sinus ullus, secretumque 
nature ita recipiat aliquid subtractum 
sensibus nostris, ut omnium Creatoris aut 
lateat cognitionem, aut effugiat potesta- 
tem.’ S. August. de Civitate Dei, 1. xxii. 
c. 20. 

t ‘ Recogita quid fueris, antequam es- 
ses ; utique nihil. Meminisses enim, si 
quid fuisses. Quiergo nihil fueras prius- 
quam esses, idem. nihil factus cum esse 
desieris, cur non possis esse rursus de 


nihilo, ejusdem Auctoris voluntate, qui 
te voluit esse de nihilo? Quid novi tibi 
eveniet ? Qui non eras, factus es; cum 
iterum non eris, fies. Redde, si potes, 
rationem qua factus es, et tunc require 
qua fies. Et tamen facilius utique fies, 
quod fuisti aliquando, quia eque non 
difficile factus es, quod nunquam fuisti 
aliquando.’ Tertull. Apol.c.48. * Utique 
idoneus est reficere, qui fecit. Quanto 
plus est fecisse quam refecisse, initium 
dedisse quam reddidisse ; ita restitutio- 
nem carnis faciliorem credas institutione.’ 
Idem, de Resur. carn. c. 11. ‘ Difficilius 
est id quodnon sit incipere, quam id quod 
fuerit iterare.’ Minutius Felix in Octavio, 
c.34. ‘ Utique plus est facere quod nun- 
quam fuit, quam reparare quod fuerit. 
Quomodo ergo impossibile esse dicis, ut 
Deus, qui hominem formavit ex nihilo, 
reformet? Quomodo nos suscitare non 
potest conversos in pulverem, qui etiamsi 
in nihilum rediremus, facere poterat ut 
essemus, sicut et fecit nos esse, cum an- 
tea nunquam fuissemus?’ S. August. de 
verbis Apost. Serm. 34. al. 109. append. 
§. 3. To the same purpose the Jews, WN RO4 
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are immortal; and being once created by the Father of spirits, 
they receive a subsistence for eternity ; the body is framed by 
the same God to be a companion for his spirit, and a man born 
into the world consisteth of these two. Now the life of the 
most aged person is but short, and many far ignobler crea- 
tures of a longer duration. Some of the fowls of the air, se- 
veral of the fishes of the sea, many of the beasts of the field, 
divers of the plants of the earth, are of a more durable consti- 
tution, and outlive the sons of men. And can we think that 
such material and mortal, that such inunderstanding souls 
should by God and nature be furnished with bodies of so long 
permansion, and that our spirits should be joined unto flesh so 
subject to corruption, so suddenly dissolvable, were it not that 
they lived but once, and so enjoyed that life for a longer 
season, and then went soul and body to the same destruction, 
never to be restored to the same subsistence? but when the 
soul of man, which is immortal, is forced from its body in a 
shorter time, nor can by any means continue with it half the 
years which many other creatures live, it is because this is 
not the only life belonging to the sons of men, and so the soul 
may at a shorter warning leave the body which it shall resume 
again. 

Again, If we look upon ourselves as men, we are free agents, 
and therefore capable of doing good or evil, and consequently 
ordinable unto reward or punishment. The angels who are 
above us, and did sin, received their punishment without a 
death, because being only spirits they were subject to no other 
dissolution than annihilation, which cannot consist with longer 
suffering punishment; those who continued in their station 
were rewarded and confirmed for all eternity: and thus all the 
angels are incapable of a resurrection. The creatures which 
are below us, and for want of freedom cannot sin, or act any 
thing morally either good or evil, they cannot deserve after 
this life either to be punished or rewarded, and therefore when 
they die they continue in the state of death for ever. Thus 
those who are above us shall not rise from the dead, because 
they are punished or rewarded without dying; and where no 
death is, there can be no resurrection from the dead. Those 
which are below us, are neither capable of reward nor punish- 
ment for any thing acted in this life, and therefore though 
they die yet shall they never rise, because there is no reason 
for their resurrection. But man by the nobleness of his better 
part being free to do what is good or evil while he liveth, and 
by the frailty of his body being subject to death, and yet after 
that, being capable in another world to receive a reward for 
what he hath done well, and a punishment for what he hath 
done ill in the flesh, it is necessary that he should rise from 
the dead to enjoy the one, or suffer the other. For there is not 
only no just retribution rendered in this life to man, but consi- 
dering the ordinary condition of things, it cannot be. For it 
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is possible, and often cometh to pass, that one man may com- 
mit such sins as all the punishments in this world can no way 
equalize them.* It is just, that he who sheddeth man’s blood, 
by man his blood should be shed; but what death can suffi- 
ciently retaliate the many murders committed by one notorious 
pirate, who may cast many thousands over board; or the ra- 
pines or assassinations of one rebel or tyrant, who may destro 
whole nations? It is fit that he who blasphemeth God should 
die; but what equivalent punishment can he receive in this 
life, who shall constantly blaspheme the name of God, destroy 
his priests and temples, abolish his worship, and extirpate his 
servants ? What is then more proper, considering the provi- 
dence of a most just God, than to believe that man shall suffer 
in another life such torments as will be proportionable to his 
demerits? Nor can we with reason think, that the soul alone 
shall undergo those sufferings, because the laws which were 
given to us are not made in respect of that alone, but have 
most frequent reflection on the body, without which in this life 
the soul can neither do nor suffer any thing.t It is therefore 
highly probable, from the general consideration of human ac- 
tions and divine retributions, that there shall be a ‘‘ resurrec- 
tion of the flesh, that every one may receive the things done in 
his body, according to that he hath done, whether it be good 
or bad.” (2 Cor. v. 10.) 

Furthermore, Beside the principles of which we consist, and 
the actions which flow from us, the consideration of the things 
without us, and the natural course of variations in the crea- 
ture, will render the resurrection yet more highly probable. 
Every space of twenty-four hours teacheth thus much, in which 
there is always a revolution amounting to a resurrection. The 


day dies into night, and is buried in silence and in darkness 3 


* Tlapinges yao rbyev Ors coCoeévng rig 
picews, év 4 vov Ecprey, V8 nh Sunrn pois eve- 
yuely ola re hy Tiv cUpepee reo Suny wAgiovaw H 
Bagurécay pecomeévav manuernuatav. Athe- 
nagoras, de Resurrect. Mort. p. 62. 

+ ‘Quod congruet judicari, hoc com- 
petit etiam resuscitari.’ Tertull. de Resur- 
rectione carnis, c. 14. ‘Negent opera- 
rum societatem, ut merito possint merce- 
dem negare. Non sit particeps in sen- 
tentia caro, si non fuerit et in causa. 
Sola anima revocetur, si sola decedit. At 
enim non magis sola decedit, quam sola 
decucurrit illud unde decedit ; vitam hanc 
dico.’ Ibid. c. 15. ‘ Cum omnis vite no- 
stre usus in corporis animeque consortio 
sit, resurrectio autem aut boni actus 
premium habeat aut poenam improbi, ne- 
cesse est corpus resurgere cujus actus ex- 
penditur. Quomodo enim in judicium 
vocabitur sine corpore, cum de suo et cor- 
poris contubernio ratio prestanda sit ? 
S. Ambros. de fide Resur. 

t Karavingov tiv tay xaspay nal nprteaiv 


na} wuTaV TEAEUTIV, WaG Kal a’Ta TehevTA 
nat avicraras, S. Theophil. Antioch. ad Au- 
tol. 1.1. p. 77. ¢ Dies moritur in noctem 
et tenebris usquequaque sepelitur. Fu- 
nestatur mundi honor ; omnis substantia 
denigratur. Sordent, silent, stupent cun- 
cta; ubique justitium est, quies rerum: 
ita lux amissa lugetur, et tamen rursus 
cum suo cultu, cum dote, cum sole, eadem 
et integra et tota universo orbi reviviscit, 
interficiens mortem suam noctem, rescin- 
dens sepulturam suam tenebras, heres 
sibimet exsistens, donec et nox reviviscat, 
cum suo et illa suggestu. Redaccen- 
duntur enim et stellarum radii, quos ma- 
tutina succensio exstinxerat. Reducuntur 
et siderum absentiz, quas temporalis di- 
stinctio exemerat. Redornantur et spe- 
cula lune, que menstruus numerus attri- 
verat.” Tertull. de Resur. carn. c. 12. 
‘Lux quotidie interfecta resplendet, et 
tenebre pari vice decedendo succedunt ; 
sidera defuncta vivescunt; tempora ubi 
finiuntur incipiunt ; fractus consummantur 
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in the next morning it appeareth again and reviveth, opening 
the grave of darkness, rising from the dead of night: this is a 
diurnal resurrection. As the day dies into the night, so doth 
the summer into winter; the sap is said to descend into the 
root, and there it lies buried in the ground; the earth is co- 
vered with snow, or crusted with frost, and becomes’ a general 
sepulchre: when the spring appeareth, all begin to rise; the 
plants and flowers peep out of their graves, revive, and grow, 
and flourish: this is the annual resurrection.* The corn by 
which we live, and for want of which we perish with famine, 
is notwithstanding cast upon the earth, and buried in the 
ground, with a design that it may corrupt, and being corrupted 
may revive and multiply; our bodies are fed with this constant 
experiment, and we continue this present life by succession of 
resurrections. Thus all things are repaired by corrupting, are 
preserved by perishing, and revive by dying; and can we think 
that man, the lord of all these things which thus die and re- 
vive for him, should be detained in death as never to live again? 
Is it imaginable that God should thus restore all things to 
man, and not restore man to himself? If there were no other 
consideration, but of the principles of human nature, of the 
liberty and remunerability of human actions, and of the natu- 
ral revolutions and resurrections of other creatures, it were 
abundantly sufficient to render the resurrection of our bodies 
highly probable. 

We must not rest in this school of nature, nor settle our 
persuasions upon likelihoods; but as we passed from an ap- 
parent possibility, unto a high presumption and probability, so 
must we pass from thence unto a full assurance of an infalli- 
ble certainty. And of this indeed we cannot be assured but 
by the revelation of the will of God; upon his power we must 
conclude that we may, from his will that we shall, rise from 


et redeunt.’ Idem, Apol.c. 48. Avverh née, 
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* «Omnia pereundo servantur, omnia 
de interitu reformantur. Tu homo, tantum 
nomen, si intelligas te, vel de titulo Py- 
thie discens, dominus omnium morien- 
tium et resurgentium, ad hoc morieris ut 
pereas? Tertull. Apol. c. 48. ‘ Revol- 
vuntur hyemes et estates, et verna aut 
autumna, cum suis viribus, moribus, fruc- 
tibus. Quippe etiam terre de ccelo dis- 
ciplina est arbores vestire post spolia, 
flores denuo colorare, herbas rursus im- 
ponere, exhibere eadem que absumpta 
sunt semina; nec prius exhibere quam 
absumpta. Mira ratio, de fraudatrice 
servatrix, ut reddat intercipit, ut custodiat 
perdit, ut integret vitiat, ut etiam ampliet 
prius decoquit. Siquidem uberiora et 
cultiora restituit, quam exterminavit : re- 


2 0 


vera foenore interitu, et injuria usura, et 
lucro damno. Semel dixerim, universa 
conditio recidiva est. Quodcunque con- 
veneris, fuit ; quodcunque amiseris, nihil 
non iterum est. Omnia in statum red- 
eunt, cum abscesserint ; omnia incipiunt, 
cum desierint: ideo finiuntur ut fiant; 
nihil deperit nisiin salutem. Totus igitur 
hic ordo revolubilis rerum testatio est re- 
surrectionis mortuorum. Operibus eam 
prescripsit Deus antequam literis, viribus 
predicavit antequam vocibus. Premisit 
tibi naturam magistram, submissurus et 
prophetiam, quo facilius credas prophe- 
tie discipulus nature; quo statim ad- 
mittas cum audieris, quod ubique jam 
videris, nec dubites Deum carnis etiam 
resuscitatorem, quem omnium noris resti- 
tutorem. Et utique si omnia homini re- 
surgunt, cui procurata sunt: porro non 
homini, nisi et carni, quale est ut ipsa 
depereat in totum, propter quam et cui ni- 
hildeperit?’ Idem, de Resurrect. carn.c. 12. 
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the dead. Now the power of God is known unto all men, and 
therefore all men may infer from thence a possibility; but the 
will of God is not revealed unto all men, and therefore all have 
not an infallible certainty of the resurrection. For the ground- 
ing of which assurance, I shall shew that God hath revealed 
the determination of his will to raise the dead, and that he hath 
not only delivered that intention in his word, but hath also 
several ways confirmed the same. 

Many of the places produced out of the Old Testament to 
this purpose will scarce amount to a revelation of this truth. 
The Jews insist upon such weak inferences out of the Law, as 
shew that the resurrection was not clearly delivered by Moses ;* 
and in the Book of Job, where it is most evidently expressed, 
they acknowledge it not, because they will not understand the 
irue notion of a Redeemer properly belonging to Christ. The 
words of Job are very express, “I know that my Redeemer 
liveth, and that he shall stand at the latter day upon the earth, 
and though after my skin worms destroy this body, yet in my 
flesh shall I see God.” (Job xix. 25, 26.) Against the evidence 
of this truth there are two interpretations: one very new of 
some late opinionists, who understand this of a sudden resti- 
tution to his former temporal condition; the other more ancient 
of the Jews, who make him speak of the happiness of another 
life, without any reference to a resurrection. But that Job 
spake not concerning any sudden restitution, or any alteration 
of his temporal condition, is apparent out of the remarkable 
preface ushering in this expression, “ O that my words were 
now written! O that they were printed in a book! That they 
were graven with an iron pen and lead, in the rock for ever !” 
(Ibid. 23, 24.) He desires that his words may continue as his 
expectation, that they may remain in the rock, together with 
his hope so long as the rock shall endure, even to the day of 
his resurrection. The same appeareth from the objection of 
his friends, who urged against him that he was a sinner, and 
concluded from thence that he should never rise again; for his 
sins he pleaded a Redeemer, and for his resurrection he shew- 
eth expectation and assurance through the same Redeemer.+ 


* They produce several places out of 
Moses, which when the resurrection is 
believed, may in some kind serve to il- 
lustrate it, but can in no degree be thought 
to reveal so great a mystery. As because 
in the formation of man Moses useth the 
word ay" with two jods, and in the for- 
mation of beasts 4¥ with but one; there- 
fore the beasts are made but once, but 
man twice; once in his generation, and 
again in his resurrection. They strangely 
apprehend a promise of the resurrection, 
even in the malediction, ‘* Dust thou art, 
and unto dust thou shalt return ;”’ Gen. 
iii, 19. aN NON INI ND JON it is not 
thow shalt go to the dust, but thou shalt 
yeturn. Asif he had said, thou art now 


dust while thou livest, and after death 
thou shalt return unto this dust, that is, 
thou shalt live again as now thou doest. 
So from those words, Exod. xv. 1. 38 
mw aw they conclude the: resurrection 
upon this ground, vw ROR WN) XD Ww 
it is not said, he sang, but he shall sing, 
viz. after the resurrection in the life to 
come. With these and the like argu- 
ments did the Rabbins satisfy themselves; 
which was the reason that they gave so 
small satisfaction to the Sadducees, while 
they omitted that pregnant place in Job. 

+ This place is urged by St. Clemens 
Romanus, the immediate successor of the 
apostles, in his epistle to the Corinthians, 
where instead of these words of the 
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It is farther confirmed by the expressions themselves, which 
are no way proper for his temporal restitution: the first words, 
I also know* denote a certainty and community, whereas the 
blessings of this life are under no such certainty, nor did Job 
pretend to it, and the particular condition of Job admitted no 
community, there being none partaker with him of the same 
calamity; J know certainly and infallibly, whatsoever shall 
become of my body at this time, which I know not, but this I 
know, that I shall rise; this is the hope of all which believe in 


God, and therefore this I also know. 


The title which he gives 


to him on whom he depends, the Redeemer,t sheweth that he 
understands it of Christ; the time expressed denotes the futu- 
rition at the latter day ;{ the description of that Redeemer, 
standing on the earth, representeth the Judge of the quick and 
the dead; and seeing God with his eyes, declares his belief in 


the incarnation. 


The Jewish exposition of future happiness 


to be conferred by God, fails only in this, that they will not 
see in this place the promised Messzas; from whence this future 
happy condition which they allow, would clearly involve a re- 
surrection. Howsoever, they acknowledge the words of Daniel 
to declare as much, “and many of them that sleep in the dust 
of the earth shall awake, some to everlasting life, and some to 
shame and everlasting contempt.” (Dan. xii. 2.)§ 

If these and other places of the Old Testament shew that 
God had then revealed his will to raise the dead, we are sure 


those of the New fully declare the same. 


Christ who called 


himself “ the resurrection and the life,” (John xi. 25.) refuted 
the Sadducees, and confirmed the doctrine of the Pharisees 


as to that opinion. 


He produced a place out of the Law of 


Moses, and made it an argument to prove as much, ‘As touch- 
ing the resurrection of the dead, have ye not read that which 
was spoken unto you by God, saying, I am the God of Abra- 
ham, and the God of Isaac, and the God of Jacob? God is not 


LXX. dvacriicas 70 Ségua poou Td dvavrAcby 
aaira, he reads, Kal dvarrhoesg tiv cdene 
frou TavrTny Tiy dvavTAicacay TAUTA WavTd. 
§. 26. 

* smyt oN) 

+ ‘xa 
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§ The Jews collect from hence the re- 
surrection, as Rabina in Sanhedrin, and 
in the Midrash Tillim. Psal. xciii. 8. “4x 
wn orn Sw onan on Wy Sy pan 
2M wp Ibyt MaIR Rabbi Rachmon suid, 
that the sleepers in the dust are the dead, 
as it is written, Dan. xii. 2. Many of them 
that sleep in the dust of the earth shall 
awake, &c. And this is only denied by 
the Gentiles ; for Porphyrius referreth it 
only and wholly to the times of Anti- 
ochus, whose words are thus left unto us 
translated by St. Jerome: ‘ Tunc hi qui 
quasi in terre pulvere dormiebant, et 
operti erant malorum pondere, et quasi 


in sepulcris miseriarum reconditi, ad in- 
speratam victoriam de terra pulvere re- 
surrexerunt, et de humo elevaverunt ca- 
put, custodes legis resurgentes vitam 
zternam, et prevaricatores in opprobrium 
sempiternum :’ ad loc. where it is to be 
observed, that he gives a probable gloss 
of the former part of the verse, but none 
at all of the latter, because it is no way 
consistent with his exposition of the for- 
mer: for they which did rise from the 
burden of the pressures under Antiochus, 
did neither rise from thence to an eternal 
life, nor to an everlasting contempt. 
Thus, I say, only the Gentiles did inter- 
pret it, but now the Socinians are joined © 
to them. So Volkelius urges: ‘ Quod in 
precedentibus de Antiochi tempore aga- 
tur, et resurrectio illa ad tempora que 
jam precesserunt spectet.’ De ver. Relig. 
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the God of the dead but of the living.” (Matt. xxii. 31, 32.) 
With the force of which argument the multitude was asto- 
nished, and the Sadducees silenced. For under the name of 
God was understood a great benefactor, a God of promise, and 
to be their God, was to bless them and to reward them; as in 
them to be his servants and his people, was to believe in him, 
and to obey him. Now Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob had not 
received the promise which they expected, and therefore God 
after their death desiring still to be called their God, he thereby 
acknowledgeth that he had a blessing and a reward for them 
still, and consequently that he will raise them to another life, 
in which they may receive it. So that the argument of our 
Saviour is the same which the Jews have drawn from another 
place of Moses, “I appeared unto Abraham, unto Isaac, and 
unto Jacob, by the name of God Almighty, but by my name 
JeHovAH was I not known unto them. Nevertheless I have 
established my covenant with them, to give them the land of 
Canaan, the land of their pilgrimage wherein they were 
strangers.” (Exod. vi. 3, 4.)* It is not said, to give their sons, 
but to give them the land of Canaan; and therefore, because 
while they lived here, they enjoyed it not, they must live again, 
that they may receive the promise. 

And as our blessed Saviour did refute the Sadducees out of 
the Law of Moses, so did St. Paul join himself unto the Pha- 
risees in this particular, for being called before the council, 
and “perceiving that the one part were Sadducees and the 
other Pharisees,” one denying, the other asserting the resur- 
rection, ‘ he cried unto the council, Men and brethren, I am 
a Pharisee, the son of a Pharisee, of the hope and resurrection 
of the dead [ am called in question;”’ (Acts xxiii. 6.) and an- 
sweringe before Felix, that they had “found no evil-doing in 
him, while he stood before the council,” he mentioned this par- 
ticularly, ‘‘ except it be for this one voice, that I cried standing 
among them, touching the resurrection of the dead I am called 
in question by you this day.” (Acts xxiv. 20, 21.) 

It is evident therefore that the resurrection of the dead was 
revealed under the Law, that the Pharisees who sat in Moses’s 
chair did collect it thence, and believe it before our Saviour 
came into the world; that the Sadducees who denied it erred, 
“not knowing the Scriptures, nor the power of God;” (Matt. 
xxii. 29.) that our blessed Saviour clearly delivered the same 
truth, proved it out of the Law of Moses, refuted the Saddu- 
cees, confirmed the Pharisees, taught it the apostles, who fol- 
lowed him, confirming it to the Jews, preaching it to the Gen- 
tiles. Thus the will of God concerning the raising of the dead 
was made known unto the sons of men: and because God can 

* Exod. vi. 4. xx 99ND XD 025 mn> = And therefore the Jews hold the resur- 
2mm yo on mend yran o> Jt isnot rection for one of the foundations of the 
said to give you, but to give them, whereby law of Moses, }) TIyRP DNA nen 


the resurrection of the dead appeareth out xwa ny w syx'p Moses Maim. Eapl. c. 
of the law. R. Simai, in Perek. Helek. 10. Tract. Sanhedrin. 
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do whatsoever he will, and will certainly effect whatsoever he 
hath foretold, therefore we are assured of a resurrection by 
virtue of a clear revelation. 

Beside, God hath not only foretold, or barely promised, but 
hath also given such testimonies as are most proper to confirm 
our faith in this particular prediction and promise. For God 
heard the voice of Elijah for the dead child of the widow of 
Sarepta, “and the soul of the child came into him again, and 
he revived.” (1 Kings xvii. 22.) Him did Elisha succeed, not 
only in the same spirit, but also in the like power, for he raised 
the child of the Shunammite from death: (2 Kings iv.) nor did 
that power die together with him; for when they were burying 
a dead man, “ they cast the man into the sepulchre of Elisha, 
and when the man was let down and touched the bones of 
Elisha, he revived and stood up on his feet.” (2 Kings xiii. 21.) 
These three examples were so many confirmations, under the 
Law, of a resurrection to life after death; and we have three 
to equal them under the Gospel. When the daughter of Jairus 
was dead, Christ ‘‘ said unto her, Talitha cumi, ‘Damsel arise, 
and her spirit came again, and straightway the ‘damsel arose.’ 
(Mark v. 41, 42. Luke viii. 55.) When he came “ nigh to the 
gate of the city called Nain, there was a dead man carried 
Thee and he came nigh and tached the bier, and said, Young 
man, I say unto thee, arise; and he that was dead sat up and 
began to speak.” (Luke vii. 12. 14, 15.) Thus Christ raised 
the dead in the chamber and in the street, from the bed and 
from the bier, and not content with these smaller demonstra- 
tions, proceedeth also to the grave. When Lazarus had been 
“dead four days,” and so buried that his sister said of him, 
“by this time he stinketh;” Jesus “ cried with a loud voice, 
Lazarus, come forth, and he that was dead came forth.” (John 
xi. 39, 43, 44.) These three evangelical resuscitations are so 
many preambulary proofs of the last and general resurrection ; 
but the three former and these also come far short of the re- 
surrection of him who raised these. 

Christ did of himself actually rise, others who had slept in 
their graves did come from thence, and thus he gave an actual 
testimony of the resurrection. For ‘if Christ be preached that 
he rose from the dead (saith St. Paul to the Corinthians), how 
say some among you that there is no resurrection from the 
dead?” (1 Cor. xv. 12.) If it be most infallibly certain that 
one man did rise from the dead, as we have before proved that 
Christ did, then it must be as certainly false to assert that 
there is no resurrection. And therefore when the Gentiles did 
themselves confess that some particular persons did return to 
life after death,* they could not rationally deny the resurrec- 


* There were not only certain persons 
under the Law and among the Jews, who 
were raised to life; but there were also 
histories amongst the Gentiles of several 
who rose to life after deathh We men- 


tioned before, one out of Plutarch, p. 394. 
who rose the third day, and Plato men- 
tioneth another who revived the twelfth 
day after death: “AAW od peévto col, ty 
£ya, AAnivou ye amodoyoy 26%, ANA’ AAnipcou 
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tion wholly. Now the resurrection of Christ doth not only 
prove by way of example, as the rest who rose, but hath a force 
in it to command belief of a future general resurrection. For 
God hath “ appointed a day in which he will judge the world 
in righteousness by that man whom he hath ordained, whereof 
be hath given an assurance unto all men, in that he hath raised 
him from the dead.” (Acts xvii.31.) All men then are assured 
that they shall rise, because “ Christ is risen.” And “ since 
by man came death, by man came also the resurrection of the 
dead. For as in Adam all die, even so in Christ shall all be 
made alive.” (1 Cor. xv. 20—22.) 

This consequence of a future resurrection of the dead from 
that of Christ already past, either hath a general or particular 
consideration. Ina general reference it concerneth all; in a 
more peculiar way it belongeth to the elect alone. First, It 
belongeth generally unto all men in respect of that dominion 
of which Christ at his resurrection did obtain the full posses- 
sion and execution. “For to this end Christ both died and 
rose, and revived, that he might be Lord both of the dead and 
living,” (Rom. xiv. 9.) Now as “ God is not the God of the 
dead, but of the living ;” (Matt. xxii. 32.) so Christ is not the 
Lord of the dead, as dead, but as by his power he can revive 
them and rule them, when and in what they live. By virtue of 
this dominion entered upon at his resurrection ‘‘ he must reign 
till he hath put all his enemies under his feet, and the last 
enemy that shall be destroyed is death,” (1 Cor. xv. 25, 26.) 
and there is no destruction of death but by a general resurrec- 
tion. By virtue of this did he declare himself after this manner 
to St. John, “I am he that liveth and was dead, and behold [ 
am alive for ever more, Amen, and have the keys of hell and of 
death.” (Rev. i. 18.) Thus we are assured of a general resur- 
rection, in that Christ is risen to become the Lord of the dead, 
and to destroy death. ! 

Secondly, Christ rising from the dead assureth us of a 
general resurrection in respect of the judgment which is to fol- 
low. For as “it is appointed for all men once to die, so after 
death cometh judgment,” (Heb. ix. 27.) and as Christ was 
raised that he might be Judge, so shall the dead be raised that 
they may be judged. As therefore God gave “an assurance 
unto all men,” that he would judge the world “ by that man, 
in that he raised him from the dead ;” so by the same act did 
he also give an assurance of the resurrection of the world to 
judgment. 

Now as the general resurrection is evidenced by the rising 
of Christ, so in a more special and peculiar manner the resur- 
rection of the chosen Saints and servants of God is demon- 


pet avdedg, “Hpog rod Agueviou, 1d yéwg oinade, medAAwy Saarerdat, Sadexaratos eget 
Tlapepidrour Oo gore tv WoAEum TeAcuTHcas, Tn wued usineevos aveBiw. Plat. de Rep. |. x. 
dyaweSivrov Sexatalov rév vexpdv, Hn de- p. 32%. ed. Bip. Vide Plin. Nat. Hist. |. 
pSagévav, Dyiig prdv dvnptIn, xoeicSeig OE vii. cap. 52. De his qui elati revixerunt. 
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strated thereby. For he is risen not only as their Lord and 
Judge, but as their Head, to which they are united as members 
of his body (for ‘‘ he is the head of the body, the Church, who 
is the beginning, the first-born from the dead,” Col. i. 18.); 
as the First-fruits, by which all the lump is sanctified and 
accepted, for “now is Christ risen from the dead, and become 
the first-fruits of them that slept.” (1 Cor. xv. 20.) The Saints 
of God are endued with the Spirit of Christ, and thereby their 
bodies become the temples of the Holy Ghost; now as the 
promise of the Spirit was upon the resurrection of Christ, so 
the gift and possession of the Spirit is an assurance of the re- 
surrection of a Christian. For “if the Spirit of him that raised 
up Jesus from the dead dwell in us, he that raised up Christ 
from the dead shall also quicken our mortal bodies by his 
Spirit that dwelleth in us.” (Rom. viii. 11.) 

Thus God hath determined, and revealed that determination 
to raise the dead, and confirmed that revelation by the actual 
raising of several persons as examples, and of Christ as the 
highest assurance which could be given unto man, that the 
doctrine of the resurrection might be established beyond all 
possibility of contradiction. Wherefore I conclude that the 
resurrection of the body is, in itself considered, possible, upon 
ceneral considerations highly probable, upon Christian princi- 
ples infallibly certain. 

But as it is necessary to a resurrection that the flesh should 
rise, neither will the life of the soul alone continuing amount 
to the reviviscence of the whole man, so it is also necessary 
that the same flesh should be raised again; for if either the 
same body should be joined to another scul, or the same soul 
united to another body, it would not be the resurrection of the 
same man. Now the soul is so eminent a part of man, and by 
our Saviour’s testimony not subject to mortality, that it never 
entered into the thoughts of any man to conceive that men 
should rise again with other souls. Ifthe spirits of men de- 
parted live, as certainly they do, and when the resurrection 
should be performed, the bodies should be informed with other 
souls ; neither they who lived before then should revive, and 
those who ive after the resurrection should have never been 
before. Wherefore being at the latter day we expect not a new 
creation but a restitution, not a propagation, but a renovation, 
not a production of new souls, but a reunion of such as before 
were separated, there is no question but the same souls should 
live the second life which have lived the first. Nor is this 
only true of our souls, but must be also made good of our 
bodies, those houses of clay, those habitations of flesh : as our 
bodies while we live are really distinguished from all other 
creatures, as the body of every particular man is different from 
the bodies of all other men, as no other substance whatsoever 
is vitally united to the soul of that man whose body it is while 
he liveth; so no substance of any other creature, no body of 
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any other man, shall be vitally reunited unto the soul at the 
resurrection. 

That the same body, not any other, shall be raised to life, 
which died ; that the same flesh which was separated from the 
soul at the day of death, shall be united to the soul at the Jast 
day; that the same tabernacle which was dissolved shall be 
reared up again; that the same temple which was destroyed 
shall be rebuilt, is most apparent out of the same word, most 
evident upon the same grounds upon which we believe there 
shall be any resurrection. ‘Though after my skin worms 
destroy my body (saith Job, xix. 26.) yet in my flesh (in flesh, 
shewing the reality, in my flesh, shewing the propriety and 
identity) shall I see God, whom I shall see for myself, and mine 
eyes shall behold, and not another,” or a stranger, eye.* ‘He 
that raised up Christ from the dead shall also quicken our 
mortal bodies ;” (Rom. viii. 11.) after the resurrection our 
glorified bodies shall become spiritual and incorruptible, but 
in the resurrection of our mortal bodies, those bodies, by reason 
of whose mortality we died, shall be revived. ‘‘ For this cor- 
ruptible must put on incorruption, and this mortal must put on 
immortality.” (1 Cor. xv. 53.)t But this corruptible and this 
mortal is the same body which dieth, because mortal; and is 
corrupted, because corruptible; the soul then, at the resurrec- 
tion of that man which is made immortal, must put on that 
body which putteth on incorruption and immortality. 

The identity of the body raised from death is so necessary, 
that the very name of the resurrection doth include or suppose 
it ; so that when I say there shall be aresurrection of the dead, 
I must intend thus much, that the bodies of men which live 
and are dead shall revive and rise again. For at the death of 
man nothing falleth but his body, “the spirit goeth upward,” 


* «Quid hac prophetia manifestius ? 
Nullus tam aperte post Christum, quam 
iste ante Christum de resurrectione loqui- 
tur.’ S. Hier. ep. 61. al. 38. col. 324. 
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ad loc. Hom. 42. ‘Ogas viv dugibeav, 79 
Oynrov ror edeke SemmTinws, tye pe aAANS 
vorziong cagnos avicraciy. Theodoret. ad loc. 
* Oportet enim corruptivum istud induere 
incorruptionem, et mortale istud induere 
immortalitatem. Quid mortale, nisi caro ? 
quid corruptivum, nisi sanguis? Ac ne 
putes aliquid aliud sentire apostolum 
providentem tibi, et, ut de carne dictum 
intelligas, Jaborantem ; cum dicit, istud 
corruptivum et istud mortale, cutem ipsam 


tenens dicit. Certe istud nisi de subjecto, 
nisi de comparenti pronunciasse non 
potuit: demonstrationis corporalis est 
verbum.’ Tertull. de Resur. carn. c. 51. 
‘Sed et apostolus cum dicit, Oportet enim 
corruptibile hoc induere incorruplionem, et 
mortale hoc induere immortalitatem, num- 
quid non corpus suum quodammodo con- 
tingentis et digito palpantis est vox ? Hoc 
ergo quod nunc corruptibile corpus est, 
resurrectionis gratia incorruptibile est, et 
nunc quod mortale est, immortalitatis vir- 
tutibus induetur.’ Ruff. in Symb. §. 43. 
‘Quod dicit apostolus, corruptibile hoc et 
mortale ; hoc ipsum corpus, id est, carnem, 
que tunc videbatur, ostendit. Quod au- 
tem corpulat, induere incorruptionem et 
immortalitatem, illud indumentum, id est, 
vestimentum, non dicit corpus abolere 
quod ornat in gloria; sed quod ante in- 
glorium fuit, efficere gloriosum.’ S. Hier. 
Epist. 61. al. 38. ad Pammach. col. 323. 
{ Tlegt 32 cagnde dvarrdcenc, mis ovxt 
gapKnos Error dvdoracic, & EJENoropeE ‘légaxa ; 
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(Eccles. iii. 21.) and no other body falleth but his own; and 
therefore the body, and no other but that body, must rise again, 
to make a resurrection. If we look upon it under the notion 
of reviviscency, which is more ordinary in the Hebrew lan- 
guage,* it proves as much; for nothing properly dieth but the 
body: the soul cannot be killed; and nothing can revive but 
that which dieth. Or to speak more punctually, the man 
falleth not in respect of his spirit, but of his flesh, and therefore 
he cannot be said to rise again but in respect of his flesh which 
fell: man dieth not in reference to his soul, which is immortal, 
but his body; and therefore he cannot be said to revive, but in 
reference to his body before deprived of life: and because no 
other flesh fell at his death, no other body died but his own; 
therefore he cannot rise again but in his own flesh, he cannot 
revive again but in his own body. 

Again, The description of the place from whence the resur-: 
rection shall begin, is a sufficient assurance that the same bo- 
dies which were dead shall revive and rise again. They which 
‘sleep in the dust of the earth,” (Dan. xii. 2.) they which “are 
in the graves,” (John v. 28.) shall hear the voice and rise: 
“the sea shall give up the dead which are in it, and death and 
the grave deliver up the dead which are in them.”} (Rev. xx. 


Aurn yap i bvomacia rig ppacews Setuvurs Thy 
Siva. "“Avarrtacic yay od Marsitar TOU par 
MEN TWKOTOG* TWoloy DE ETL TO WETOY 3 Wotov TO 
Tapiv; meio rd AvIEy, GAA’ H TO Hm; nat 
oy hh ux Wuxi rolvuy ob mimres, ore 
Oanrrerat. S. Epiphan. Har. \xvii. §. 6. 
‘Nam etipsum quod mortuorum resurrectio 
dicitur, exigit defendi proprietates voca- 
bulorum. Mortworwm itaque vocabulo non 
est, nisi quod amisit animam, de cujus 
facultate vivebat. Corpus est quod amittit 
animam, et amittendo fit mortuum ; ita 
mortui vocabulum corporicompetit. Porro, 
si resurrectio mortui est, mortuum autem 
non aliud est quam corpus, corporis erit 
resurrectio. Sic et resurrectionis vocabu- 
lum non aliam rem vindicat quam que 
cecidit. Surgere enim potest dici et 
quod omnino non cecidit, quod semper 
retro jacuit. Resurgere autem non est 
nisi ejus quod cecidit. Iterum enim sur- 
gendo quia cecidit resurgere dicitur, Re 
enim syllaba iterationi semper adhibe- 
tur.’ Tertull. adv. Mare. |. v.c. 9. ‘Sed et 
ipsum resurrectionis vocabulum significat 
non aliud ruere, aliud resuscitari, et quod 
adjicitur mortuorum carnem propriam de- 
monstrat ; quod enim in homine moritur, 
hoc et vivificatur.’ S. Hier. ep. 61. al. 38. 
ad Pammach. col. 327. ‘Si id resurgere 
dicitur quod cadit, caro ergo nostra in 
veritate resurgit, sicut in veritate cadit.’ 
Gennad. de Eccl. Dogm. c. 6. Tas yae 
dyacrhoerath pai wemrwxvia Luxn; dvacra- 
oig 86 WH AvTIg KANSICETAL, THs pen TETOUTNS 
Loxiis ; wav yee +5 mimrovavucrdcews Nira, 


alare 98 ovy hn buyn arAra couar COev nat 
Vitalos Wrapa.adto i cuvhbea slwde narery. 
S. Epiphan. Har. xl. §. 5. “Avaeracw 38 
TOUATOY TELIELEVOKEV’ TOUTO yae ual h ITeo- 
onyogia Indot, dvacracic yae h avabey ordcic 
70 oye SE Erte TO HOEresrevoy nal Ssarudprevove 
Tovrou Towuv n AVMOEV TUT TACTIC ELMOT ONG MAAELT AL 
dvdoraoig Tig yee Si abavarou Luyiic ovn 
dvaorarks, aA emavodeg yiyveTas medg +d 
oad. Theodoret. Her. Fab. 1. v. c. 19 
Vide Iren. 1. v. c. 7. 

* The Rabbins use sometimes mrpn 
which is properly resurrectio, avacracts, 
according to that of our Saviour, Talitha 
cumi ; but more often they make use of 
mnn, which is reviviscentia, dyaBiwots. And 
though they make a distinction sometimes 
between them, attributing the first to the 
wicked, the second to the just; yet it 
must not be so understood as if there 
could be a reviviscency without a resur- 
rection, a mn without a mmpn, but that 
there isto the wicked a mmpn, which can- 
not so properly be called mnn, because 
they rise not to the happiness of eternal life. 

+ This argument is so cogent, that the 
Socinians are forced to deny that Christ 
spake of the resurrection, affirming that 
the graves of ignorance and impiety are 
only there intended, and rising is nothing 
else but coming to the knowledge of 
Christ by the preaching of the Gospel. 
Whereas Christ expressly speaks of bring- 
ing men to judgment, John v. 27. and 
divides those which are to come out of 
their graves into two ranks, neither of 
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13.) But if the same bodies did not rise, they which are in 
the dust should not revive: if God should give us any other 
bodies than our own, neither the sea nor the grave should give 
up their dead. That shall rise again which the grave gives up; 
the grave hath nothing else to give up but that body which 
was laid into it; therefore the same body which was buried, 
at the last day shall be revived. 
The immediate consequent of the resurrection proveth the 
identity of the dying and rising body, “ We must all appear 
before the judgment-seat of Christ, that every one may receive 
the things done in his body, according to that he hath done, 
whether it be good or bad.” (2 Cor. v. 10.) That which shall 
be then received is either a reward or punishment, a reward for 
the good, a punishment for the evil, done in the body: that 
which shall receive the reward, and be liable to the punishment, 
-is not only the soul but the body; it stands not therefore with 
the nature of a just retribution,* that he which sinned in one 
body should be punished in another, he which pleased God in 
his own flesh should see God with other eyes. As for the 
wicked, God shall ‘‘destroy both their soul and body in hell ;” 
(Matt. x. 28.) but they which “glorify God in their body and 
their spirit which are God’s,” (1 Cor, vi. 20.) shall be glorified 
by God in their body and their spirit; for they are both “ bought 
with the same price,” (Ibid.) even the blood of Christ. The 
bodies of the Saints “‘ are the members of Christ,” (1 Cor. vi. 15.) 
and no members of his shall remain in death: they are the 
“temples of the Holy Ghost,” (Ibid. 19.) and therefore if they 
be destroyed, they shall be raised again. For “if the Spirit of 
him that raised up Jesus from the dead dwell in us,” as he doth, 
and by so dwelling maketh our bodies temples, ‘ he which 
raised up Christ from the dead, shall also quicken our mortal 
bodies, by his Spirit that dwelleth in us.” (Rom. vii. 11.) 
Furthermore, The identity of the dying and rising body will 
appear by those bodies which shall never rise, because they 
shallnever die. This may be considered not only in the trans- 


which can so be understood. The first  citiis volutetur, alia vero damnetur. Nonne 


are those which have done good, before they 
come out of the graves ; these therefore 
could not be the graves of ignorance or im- 
piety, from which no good can come. The 
second are such who have done evil, and so 
remain as evil-doers, and therefore cannot 
be said to have come forth out of the graves 
of ignorance or impiety, or to rise by the 
preaching of the Gospel to newness of life, 
because they are expressly said to come 
forth unto the resurrection of damnation. 

* «Quam absurdum, quam vero et ini- 
quum ; utrumque autem quam Deo indi- 
gnum, aliam substantiam operari, aliam 
mercede dispungi: ut hac quidem caro 
per martyria lanietur, alia vero coronetur : 
item e contrario hec quidem caro in spur- 


preestat omnem semel fidem a spe resur- 
rectionis abducere, quam de gravitate 
atque justitia Dei ludere? Marcionem 
pro Valentino resuscitari? Tertull. de 
Resur. Carnis, c. 56. And speaking to 
the soul of man: ‘ Affirmamus te manere 
post vite dispunctionem, et exspectare 
diem judicii, proque meritis aut cruciatui 
destinari aut refrigerio, utroque sempi- 
terno. Quibus sustinendis necessario 
tibi substantiam pristinam ejusdemque 
hominis materiam et memoriam reversu- 
ram, quod et nihil mali ac boni sentire 
possis sine carnis passionalis facultate, 
et nulla ratio sit judicii sine ipsius exhi- 
bitione, qui meruit judicii passionem.’ 
Id, de Testim. Anna, c. 4. 
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lations of Enoch and Elias,* but also in those whom Christ 
shall find alive at his coming, whom he shall not kill but 
change; “ the dead in Christ shall rise first, then they which 
are alive, and remain, shall be caught up together with them 
in the clouds to meet the Lord in the air, and so shall ever be 
with the Lord.” (1 Thess. iv. 16, 17.) If those which are alive 
shall be caught up as they are alive with the same bodies, only 
changed into glorified and spiritual bodies, that is, with the 
same bodies spiritualized and glorified ; certainly those which 
are dead shall rise out of their graves to life in the same bodies 
in which they lived, that they may both appear alike before the 
Judge of the quick and the dead. Otherwise the Saints which 
shall be with God and with the Lamb for evermore would be 
chequered with a strange disparity, one part of them appearing 
and continuing with the same bodies in which they lived, an- 
other part with others. 

Lastly, Those examples which God hath been pleased to 
give us to confirm our faith in the resurrection, do at the 
same time persuade us that the same body which died shall 
rise again. For whether we look upon the three examples 
of the Old Testament, or those of the New,t they all rose in 
the same body before it was dissolved: if we look upon those 
which rose upon our Saviour’s death, it is written that ‘ the 
graves were opened, and many bodies of Saints which slept 
arose, and came out of their graves,” (Matt. xxvii. 52, 53.) 
certainly the same bodies which were laid in. If then they 
were to us examples of the resurrection to come,{ as certainly 
they were, then must they resemble in their substance after 
they lived again the substance in which all the rest shall rise. 
And being Christ himself did raise his own body, according to 
his prediction, “ Destroy this temple, and in three days I will 
raise it up,” (John ii, 19.) and declared it to be his own body, 
saying, ‘“‘ Behold my hands and my feet that it is I myself,” 
(Luke xxiv. 39.) being “ he shall change our vile bodies that they 
may be fashioned like unto his glorious body ;” (Phil. 111. 21.)§ 


* «Enoch translatus est in carne, Elias 
carneus raptus est in coelum; necdum 
mortui et paradisi jam coloni, habent quo- 
que membra quibus rapti sunt atque trans- 
lati. S. Hier. Epist. 61. al. 38. ad Pam- 
mach. col. 324. 

+ Tren. adv. Hares. |. v. c. 13. 

¢ * Post dicta Domini, facta etiam ejus 
quid sapere credamus, de capulis, de se- 
pulcris, mortuos resuscitantis? cui rei 
istud ? Si ad simplicem ostentationem po- 
testatis, aut ad presentem gratiam reda- 
nimationis, non adeo magnum illi denuo 
morituros suscitare. Enimvero, si ad fi- 
dem potius sequestrandam future resur- 
rectionis, ergo et illa corporalis prescri- 
bitur, de documenti sui forma.’ Tertull. 
de Resur. Carn. c. 38. *At ego Deum 
malo decipere non posse, de fallacia so- 


lummodo infirmum ; ne aliter documenta 
premisisse, quam rem disposuisse vide- 
atur : imo, ne si exemplum resurrectionis 
sine carne non valuit inducere, multo 
magis plenitudinem exempli in eadem 
substantia exhibere non 'possit. Nullum 
vero exemplum majus est eo, cujus exem- 
plum est. Majus est autem, si anime 
cum corpore resuscitabuntur in documen- 
tum sine corpore resurgendi; ut tota ho- 
minis salus dimidiz patrocinaretur: quan- 
do exemplorum conditio istud potius expe- 
teret, quod minus haberetur ; anime dico 
solius resurrectionem, velut gustum carnis 
etiam resurrecture suo in tempore.’ Ibid, 

§ ‘ Exspectamus in hujus morte et san- 
guine emundatos remissionem peccato- 
rum consecuturos: resuscitandos nos ab 
eo in his corporibus, et in eadem carne 
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it followeth that we shall rise in the same bodies as our Saviour 
did, that every particular person at the resurrection may speak 
the words which Christ then spake, “ Behold, it is I myself,” 
(Luke xxiv. 39.) | 

We can therefore no otherwise expound this Article, teaching 
the resurrection of the body, than by asserting that the bodies 
which have lived and died shall live again after death, and that 
the same flesh which is corrupted shall be restored ; whatsoever 
alteration shall be made,* shall not be of their nature, but of 
their condition; not of their substance, but of their qualities. 
Which explication is most agreeable to the language of the 
Scriptures, to the principles of religion, to the constant pro- 
fession of the Church, against the Origenists of old, and the 
Socinians of late. | 

Having hitherto proved the certainty of this Article, That 
there shall be a resurrection, and declared the verity and pro- 
priety of it, that it shall be a resurrection of the same body 
which was dead; we may now proceed farther to inquire into 
the latitude of the same, to whom the resurrection doth belong. 
And here we find a greater difference between the revelation 
of this truth under the Law and under the Gospel; Christ proved 
out of the Law that there should bea resurrection, but by such 
an argument as reacheth no farther than unto the people of 
God, because it is grounded upon those words, ‘‘ I am the God 
of Abraham, of Isaac, and of Jacob.” (Matt. xxii. 32.) Job 
speaketh most expressly of the resurrection, but mentioneth 
no other than his Redeemer and himself. The place of Daniel, 
which was always accounted the most evident and uncontra- 
dicted testimony, though it deliver two different sorts of per- 
sons rising, yet it seems to be with some limitation, ‘‘ Many of 
them that sleep in the dust of the earth shall awake.” (xii. 2.) 
From whence the Jews most generally believed that some men 
should live again, and some should not; because it is written, 
many shall awake, but it is not written, all shall awake. Nay, 
some of them have gone so far by way of restriction, that they 
have maintained a resurrection of the just alone, according to 
that ancient saying accepted amongst them, that the ‘sending 
of the rain is of the just and the unjust, but the resurrection 
of the dead is of the just alone.’+ Against which two restric- 


ita evidens, et (ut ita dicam) palpabile, 


qua nunc sumus, sicut et ipse in eadem, 
qua natus et passus et mortuus est, resur- 
rexit.’ So we read in the Creed which 
by some is attributed to Athanasius, by 
others to Gregory Nazianzen: ‘Si ad 
exemplum Christi resurgamus qui resur- 
rexit in carne, jam non ad exemplum 
Christi resurgemus, si non in carne et 
ipsi resurgemus.’ 

* «Hec est vera resurrectionis confes- 
sio, que sic gloriam carni tribuit, ut non 
auferat veritatem.’ S. Hieron. ep. 61. al. 
38. ad Pammach. col. 323. ‘Cum ergo 


et manu attrectandum nobis Christus de- 
derit sue resurrectionis exemplum ; ita 
aliquis insanit, ut aliter se resurrecturum 
putet, quam resurrexit ille gui primus 
resurrectionis aditum patefecit?’ Ruff. 
Invect. in S. Hieron. 1.i. col. 354. ‘ Nostri 
autem illud quoque recogitent, corpora 
eadem recepturas in resurrectione ani- 
mas, in quibus decesserunt.’ Tertull. de 
Anima, c. 56. 

+ This is recorded in the Bereshit Rabba. 
Vide Maimonidis Expl. c. 10. Tract. Sanhed. 
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tions, by the light delivered in the Gospel, we shall deliver the 
latitude of this Article in these two propositions. First, The 
resurrection of the dead belongeth not to the just alone, but 
to the unjust also. Secondly, “The resurrection of the dead 
belongeth not only to some of the just, but to all the just ; not 
to some of the unjust only, but to all the unjust, even unto all 
the dead. 

For the first, It is most evident not only out of the New, but 
also out of the Old Testament: the words of Daniel prove it 
sufficiently ; for of those “many which shall awake, some shall 
rise to everlasting life, and some to shame and everlasting con- 
tempt.” But it 1s most certain that the just shall never rise to 
“shame and everlasting contempt ;” therefore it is most evident 
that some shall awake and rise beside the just. The Jews 
themselves did understand and believe thus much, as appeareth 
by St. Paul’s apology to Felix: “ But this I confess unto thee, 
that I have hope towards God, which they themselves also 
allow, that there shall be a resurrection of the dead both of the 
just and unjust.” (Acts xxiv. 15.) The just shall rise to re- 
ceive their reward, the unjust to receive their punishment; the 
first unto a resurrection called, in reference unto them, ‘ the 
resurrection of life ;” the second unto a resurrection named, 
in relation unto them, the ‘‘ resurrection of damnation.” (John 
v. 29.)* For as there is a resurrection of the just,so there must 
also be a resurrection of the unjust: that as Christ said unto the 
charitable person, “‘ Thou shalt be blessed, for thou shalt be 
recompensed at the resurrection of the just ;” (Luke xiv. 14.) 
so it may be said to the wicked and uncharitable, ‘Thou shalt 
be accursed, for thou shalt be recompensed at the resurrection 
of the unjust.’ For there shall be a resurrection that there may 
be a judgment, and at the judgment there shall appear sheep 
on the right hand of the Son of man, and goats on the left : 
therefore they both shallrise; those, that they may receive that 
blessing, “ Come, ye blessed of my Father, inherit the kingdom 
prepared for you from the foundation of the world ;” (Matt. 
xxv. 34.) these, that they may receive that sentence, “ Depart 
from me, ye cursed, into everlasting fire, prepared for the devil 
and his angels. : Gibcde 41.) At that resurrection then, which 
we believe, there shall rise both just and unjust. 

Secondly, As no kind of men, so no person, shall be ex- 
cluded: whosoever dieth is numbered with the just or unjust. 
Adam the first of men shall rise, and all which come from him. 
“For as in Adam all died, so in Christ shall all be made alive.” 
(1 Cor. xv. 22.) Christ is the Lord of the dead, and so hatha 

right by that dominion to raise them all to life: it is called 
the resurrection of the dead indefinitely, and comprehendeth them 
universally. “ By man came death, by man came also the re- 
surrection of the dead,” (Ibid. 21.) and so the resurrection ade- 


* "avaoracis Cwig and “Avarracis xgicews. The first is called dvacracic dinaiwy, 
and therefore the second may as well be called avdcracis adinov. 
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quately answereth unto death. Christ shall destroy death, but 
if any one should be left still dead, death were not destroyed. 
The words of our Saviour are express and full, “‘ The hour is 
coming, in the which all that are in their graves shall hear his 
voice and shall come forth, they that have done good, unto 
the resurrection of life, and they that have done evil, unto the 
resurrection of damnation.” (John v. 28,29.) In the descrip- 
tion of the judgment which followeth upon the resurrection, 
“‘ when the Son of man shall sit upon the throne of his glory, 
before him shall be gathered all nations.” (Matt. xxv. 32.) 
““We shall all stand before the judgment-seat of Christ,” 
(Rom. xiv. 10.) and if so, the dead must all arise, for they are 
all fallen. “We must all appear before the judgment-seat of 
Christ, that every one may receive the things done in his body, 
according to that he hath done, whether it be good or bad ;’ 
(2 Cor. v. 10.) and before we all appear, the dead must rise 
that they may appear.. This is the latitude of the resurrection ; 
the resurrection of the dead is the resurrection of all the dead, 
or of all mankind.* . 

Now this resurrection, as an object of our faith, is yet to come; 
and we are obliged to believe the futurition of it. There were 
heretics in the apostles’ days who acknowledged a resurrection, 
but yet destroyed this Article, by denying the relation of it to 
the time, as “‘ Hymeneus and Philetus, who erred concerning 
the truth, saying that the resurrection is past already, and so 
overthrow the faith of some.” (2 Tim. ii. 17, 18.)+ To believe 
it already past, is to deny it; because it cannot be believed 
past, but by such an interpretation as must destroy it. As 
they which interpret this resurrection of the likeness of Christ’s 
resurrection: that as he died and rose again, so we should die 
unto sin and live again unto righteousness, attributing all to the 
renovation of the mind, must deny the resurrection of the body. 

Now, as we know the doctrine of the resurrection was first 


* Treneus in his Rule of Faith: "Em 
7) dvantparadcardIa: te mwavra, nad dva- 
orice wacay céena waong avOewmornres. 
Adv. Hares. 1. i. c. 10. §. 1. And Theo- 
philus calls it: viv xabormny dvdcracwy 
amduroy avbewruv. Ad Autol.1. 1. p. 78. 

+ ‘Nonnulli enim attendentes verba 
que assidue dicit apostolus, Quia et mor- 
tui sumus cum Christo, et resurreximus cum 
€0; nec intelligentes quatenus dicantur, 
arbitrati sunt jam factam esse resurrec- 
tionem, nec ullam ulterius in fine tempo- 
rum esse sperandam. La quibus est, 
inquit, Hymeneus et Philetus, qui circa 
veritatem aberraverunt, dicentes resurrec- 
tionem jam factam esse. Idem apostolus 
eos arguens detestatur, qui tamen dicit 
nos resurrexisse cum Christo.’ S. August. 
Epist. 119. al. 55. ad Januarium, §. 4. 
This was the heresy of the Seleuciani or 
Hermiani, as the same St. Augustin tes- 
tifies: ‘ Resurrectionem non putant futu- 


ram, sed quotidie fieri in generatione 
filiorum.’ Heres. 59. Thus Tertullian 
relates of some heretics in his time, who 
made the resurrection wholly allegorical, 
and yet pretended to believe a resurrec- 
tion in the flesh, but understood it in this 
life at. the baptismal renovation, and so 
past when they professed to believe: 
‘ Exinde ergo, resurrectionem fide con- 
sequutos cum Domino esse, cum eum in 
baptismate induerint. Hoc denique in- 
genio etiam in colloquiis sepe nostros 
decipere consueverunt; quasi et ipsi 
resurrectionem carnis admittant. Va, 
inquiunt, qui non in hac carne resur- 
rexerit; ne statim illos percutiant, si re- 
surrectionem statim abnuerint. Tacite 
autem secundum conscientiam suam hoc 
sentiunt, Ve, qui non, dum in carne est, 
cognoverit arcana heretica; hoc enim 
est apud illos resurrectio.’ Tertull. de 
Resurrect. Carnis, c. 19. 
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delivered to be believed as to come; so we are assured that 
it is not yet come since the doctrine of it was first delivered, 
and is to be believed as to come to the end of the world; be- 
cause, as “‘ Martha called it,” it is the ‘‘ resurrection at the 
last day.” (John xi. 24.) Job who knew that his Redeemer 
lived, did not expect that he should stand upon the earth till 
“the latter day;” Christ hath no otherwise declared ‘his 
Father’s will,” than that “of all which he hath given him, 
he should lose nothing, but should raise it up again at the 
last day.” (John vi. 39.) The corn is sown and laid in the 
ground, and “the harvest is the end of the world.” (Matt. 
xii. 39.) We must not expect to rise from the dead till ‘‘ the 
last trump.” (1 Cor. xv.52.) ‘* The Lord himself shall descend 
from heaven with a shout, with the voice of an archangel, and 
with the trump of God,” (1 Thess. iv. 16.) before “ all that are 
in the craves shall hear his voice.” (John v. 28.) God shall 
“jadge the world,” (Acts xvii. 31.) and therefore shall raise 
the world; but he will not raise them to that judgment till the 
end of the world. 

Thus having demonstrated that the will of God hath been 
revealed that there should be a resurrection; that the resur- 
rection which was revealed is the resurrection of the body ; 
that the bodies which are to be raised are the same which are 
already dead or shall hereafter die; that this resurrection is 
not past, but that we which live shall hereafter attain unto it: 
E conceive I have declared all that is necessary by way of ex- 
plication and confirmation of the truth of this Article. 

The value of this truth, the necessity of this doctrine, will 
appear; first, in the illustration of the glory of God, by the 
most lively demonstration of his wisdom, power, justice, and 
mercy. God first created all things for himself, and the re- 
surrection is as it were a new creations The wisdom and power 
of God are manifested in this acknowledgment, inasmuch as 
without infinite knowledge he could not have an exact and 
distinct comprehension of all the particles and individual dusts 
of all the bodies of all men; and without an infinite power he 
could not conjoin, cement, conglutinate, and incorporate them 
again into the same flesh. The mercy and justice of God are 
declared by the same profession; the mercy, in promising life 
after that death which we had so justly deserved ; the justice, 
in performing that promise unto all true believers, and in pu- 
nishing the disobedient with everlasting flames. ‘* When ye 
see this (saith the prophet), your hearts shall rejoice, and your 
bones shall flourish like an herb; and the hand of the Lord 
shall be known towards his servants, and his indignation to- 
wards his enemies.” (Isa. Ixvi. 14.) 

Secondly, It is necessary to profess the belief of the resurrec- 
tion of the body, that we may thereby acknowledge the great 
and powerful work of our redemption, confessing that death 
could not be conquered but by death, and that we could never 
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have obtained another life, had not the Saviour of the world 
“abolished death, and brought life and immortality to light 
through the Gospel.” (2 Tim.i. 10.) If Christ were not the 
life, the dead could never live; if he were not the resurrection, 
they could never rise. Were it not for him that “liveth, and was 
dead, and is alive for evermore,” had not he “ the keys of hell 
and of death,” (Rev. i. 18.) we could never break through the 
bars of death, or pass’ the gates of hell. But he hath under- 
taken to vanquish our enemies, and our “last enemy ¢o be 
destroyed is death :” (1 Cor. xv. 26.) that the prophecy (Hos. 
xi. 14.) may be fulfilled, «‘ Death is swallowed up in victory,” 
and we may cry out with the apostle, «‘ Thanks be to God, who 
giveth us the victory through our Lord Jesus Christ.” (1 Cor. 
xv. 04. 57.) 

Thirdly, The belief of this Article is necessary to strengthen 
us against the fear of our own death, and immoderate sorrow 
for the death of others. The sentence of death, passed upon 
us for our sins, cannot but affright and amaze us, except we 
look upon the suspension, relaxation, or revocation of it in the 
resurrection; but when we are assured of a life after death, 
and such a life as no death shall follow it, we may lay down 
our fears arising from corrupted nature, upon the comforts pro- 
ceeding from our faith. The departure of our friends might 
overwhelm us with grief, if they were lost for ever; but the 
apostle will ‘“‘not have us ignorant concerning those which are 
asleep, that we sorrow not evenas others which have no hope.” 
(1 Thess. iv. 138.) 

Fourthly, The belief of the resurrection hath a necessary 
reflection upon this life by way of preparation for the next, as 
deterring from sin, as encouraging to holiness, as comforting 
in afflictions. How can any man commit a deliberate sin while 
he thinks that he must rise and stand before the judgment-seat, 
and give an account, and suffer for ever the punishment due 
unto it? What pleasure can entice him, what inclination can 
betray him, for a momentary satisfaction, to incur an eternal 
rejection? How can we defile that body which shall never be 
raised to glory hereafter, except it here become the temple 
of the Holy Ghost? St. Paul, who hath delivered the doc- 
trine, hath taught us by his own example what. work is ex- 
pected to be wrought upon our souls by it. “Ihave hope 
(saith he) towards God, that there shall be a resurrection of 
the dead, both of the just and unjust. And herein do I exer- 
cise myself to have always a conscience void of offence toward 
God and toward men.” (Acts xxiv. 15, 16.) This is the pro- 
per work of a true belief, and a full persuasion of a resurrection; 
and he which is really possessed with this hope, cannot choose 
but purify himself; “always abounding in the work of the 
Lord, forasmuch as he knoweth that his labour is not in vain 
in the Lord.” (1 Cor. xv. 58.) This encourageth all drooping 
spirits ; this sustaineth all fainting hearts ; this sweeteneth all 
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present miseries; this lighteneth all heavy burdens; this en- 
courageth in ail dangers: this supporteth in all calamities. 
Having thus discovered the truth of this Article, we may 
easily perceive what every man is obliged to believe, and 
understood to profess, when he confesseth a belief of the resur- 
rection of the body ; for thereby he is conceived to declare thus 
much; [ am fully persuaded of this as of a most necessary and 
infallible truth, that as it is appointed for all men once to die, 
so it is also determined that all men shall rise from death, that 
the souls separated from our bodies are in the hand of God 
and live, that the bodies dissolved into dust, or scattered into 
ashes, shall be recollected in themselves, and reunited to their 
souls, that the same flesh which lived before shall be revived, 
that the same numerical bodies which did fall shall rise, that 
this resuscitation shall be universal, no man excepted, no flesh 
left in the grave, that all the just shall be raised to a resurrec- 
tion of life, and all the unjust to a resurrection of damnation ; 
that this shall be performed at the last day when the trump shall 
sound: and thus I believe THE RESURRECTION OF THE BODY. 


ARTICLE XII. 
And the Life Everlasting. 


Tris last Article, though not to be found in all,* yet was ex- 
pressed in many ancient Creeds:+ in some by way of addition, 


* Not in all; for divers ended with col. 323. So St. Chrysostom: Mera yae 


that of the resurrection, as appeareth by 
Ruffinus, who not only expounded the 
Aquileian Creed, but collated it with the 
Greek and Roman, and yet makes no 
mention of this Article, but concludes 
with that of the resurrection. ‘Sed et 
ultimus iste sermo qui resurrectionem car- 
nis pronunciat, summam totius perfectio- 
nis succincta brevitate concludit.’ Expos. 
in Symb. §. 40. And whereas he shews 
the custom of the Aquileian Church to 
make a cross upon their forehead at the 
naming of hujus carnis, he tells us else- 
where in his Apology against St. Jerome, 
that it was to conclude the Creed : ‘Quo 
scilicet frontem, ut mos est, in fine Sym- 
boli signaculo contingentes, et ore carnis 
hujus, videlicet quam contingimus, resur- 
rectionem fatentes, omnem venenate ad- 
versum nos lingue calumniandi aditum 
prestruemus.’ |, i. col. 354. In the same 
manner St. Jerome his contemporary: 
‘In Symbolo fidei et spei nostra, quod ab 
apostolis traditum non scribitur in charta 
et atramento, sed in tabulis cordis carna- 
libus, post confessionem Trinitatis et uni- 
tatem Ecclesia, omne Christiani dogma- 
tis sacramentum carnis resurrectione con- 
cluditur:’ Epist. 61. al. 38. ad Pammach. 


THY AMWAY YENAY TEV LUCTINDY pnircroy Exelyoy 
nal poBegav, ual Teds peimTorg xavivac THY Em 
TOU ovgevod uarevex Divray Joyuaroav, Kat TOU- 
TO meds TH TEAEL Teor TiOEmEy, OTAY KLEAAW{LEY 
Ramri€ew, xerevovres Atyew OTs mIoTEVM Ele 
vexedy dyarracw xat emt rh wlores raven 
Bamrilopeba: eta yae TO oproroyiicas Touro 
METR TOV AAAaY, TOTE KaEmeda £ig THY 
mnyny TV lepav yaparov exsivov. Hom. 40. 
in 1 Cor. So Maximus Taurinensis, after 
those words carnis resurrectionem, adds : 
‘hic religionis nostre finis, hec summa 
credendi est.’ In Expos. Symb. And Ve- 
nantius Fortunatus after the same words: 
‘summa perfectionis concluditur.’ ]. xi. 
art. 1. And in the MS. set forth by the 
Bishop of Armagh, cagudg dvdcracw, and 
carnis resurrectionem are the last words. 

+ As Petrus Chrysologus expressly : 
‘Credimus vitam eternam; quia post re- 
surrectionem nec bonorum finis est nec 
malorum. Signate vos.’ Serm. 60. And 
again: ‘ Bene addidit, vitam eternam, ut 
se resurrecturum crederet, qui resurget 
per ipsum, qui cum Deo Patre et Spiritu 
S. vivit et regnat.’ Serm. 62. So Etherius 
Uxamensis, and Eusebius Gallicanus. 
So we find Serm. de Temp. 131. et De 
Symb, ad Catech. l,i. §. 16. *‘ Quomodo 
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and the life everlasting ; in others by way of conjunction with 
the former, the resurrection of the body unto everlasting life. 
Upon this connexion with the former will follow the true inter- 
pretation of this concluding Article; for thereby we are per- 
suaded to look upon it as containing the state of man after the 
resurrection in the world to come. 

As therefore St. Paul hath taught us to express our belief 
of a “resurrection both of the just and unjust,” (Acts xxiv. 
15.) so after the resurrection we are to consider the condition 
of them both; of the one as risen to everlasting life, of the other 
as risen to everlasting punishment and contempt; and so those 
who first acknowledged this Article did interpret it.* Although 
therefore life everlasting, as it is used in the Scriptures, belong- 
eth to the just alone, and is never mentioned otherwise than as 
a reward promised and given to them who fear and serve the 
Lord; yet the same words may be used to express the duration 
of any persons which live never to die again, whatsoever their 
state and condition in itself shall be. For as the resurrection 
of the dead is taken in the Scriptures for the happy and eternal 
condition which followeth after it, as when the apostle saith, 
“If by any means I might attain unto the resurrection of the 
dead ;” (Phil. iii. 11.)+ which he must needs be most certain 


cars resurrectionem? Ne forte putet ali- 
quis quomodo Lazari, ut scias non sic 
esse, additum est in vitam eternam.’ And 
l. 2. §. 23. ‘Hoc sequitur etiam in 
sancto Symbolo, quod post resurrectionem 
carnis, credamus et vitam eternam.’ |. 3. et 
1, 4. §. 22. *‘ Hoc sequitur in sancto Sym- 
bolo, quod omnia que credimus et spera- 
mus, in vita eterna percipiamus. And 
Carolus Magnus in his reprehension of 
Basilius bishop of Ancyra: ‘Non eo 
modo prejudicat pretermissio imaginum 
adorationis sacre fidei puritati, que in- 
terdicta potius quam instituta est; sicut 
prejudicant remissio peccatorum, carnis 
resurrectio, et vita futuri szeculi, si in 
confessione pretermittantur ; que utique 
et in omni scripturarum serie predican- 
tur, et ab apostolis in Symbolo laudabili 
brevitate connexe tenentur.’ Capit. |. 3. 
c. 6. Anonymus in Homilia sacra set forth 
by Elmenhorstius with Gennadius: ‘ Post 
illam ab renunciationem nos interrogati 
a sacerdote, Credis in Deum Patrem 
Omnipotentem, creatorem celi et terre ? 
unusquisque respondit, Credo. Credis et 
in Dominum Christum, Filium ejus uni- 
cum, Dominum natum ex Maria Virgine, 
passum et sepultnm? et respondit, Credo. 
Tertia interrogatio, Credis et in Spiritum 
Sanctum, sanctam ecclesiam catholicam, 
sanctorum communionem, remissionem 
peccatorum, carnis resurrectionem, et vi- 
tam eternam? et respondit unusquisque 
nostrum, Credo.’ 

* As appeareth by those words of 


Chrysologus: ‘ Credimus vitam eternam, 
quia post resurrectionem nec bonorum 
finis est nec malorum.’ Serm. 60. 

+ Though in this place it is not barely 
avacracie but tavacracis, Eig tiv e€ava- 
oracw rey yexeav' and in the Alexandrian 
MSS. Ele viv éZavacracw tiv &e vexpay, 
which is the most ancient reading, as 
appeareth by the translation, ‘Si modo 
occurram ad resurrectionem que est ex 
mortuis:? and the reading of Tertullian : 
‘Si qua concurram in resurrectionem que 
est a mortuis:? and the Syriac transla- 
tion XM) Ma yT NMap> yet the eZa- 
vacracic of itself was taken for no more 
than dvécracig by any of the transla- 
tors. And St. Chrysostom did so under- 
stand it, as appeareth by these words: 
El wag uarayvriow, pnolv, cig tiv ELavdora- 
cw viv én vexpav, (which is the reading 
of the Alexandrian MS.) ti yéagig 5 xal perv 
mares avTng tuyXAvouct, wat odn dyarTd= 
gem provnc, GAAZ nal apbagolag mavres, 
ob prev eig tigeny, ob 88 etc Epddtoy KorAATEwS. 
Ei roivy wavres Tho dvarrdcens Tuy xX avouct, 
wal ov tho dvarTacews provng, ANA wal ap- 
Oapriag, még wo péhrAwv eFaeérou TOG TUY- 
nave zreyec, El mw xatavtnow; ad loc. 
Hom. 11. By which it appeareth that 
St. Chrysostom took no notice of the word 
t€avaoracts, or of the phrase 4 &« ray vE- 
xeav, but as the interpretation of the apo- 
stle’s intention addeth: Molav évratéa 
dvarracly pnos; tiv WedG avToy dyouray Tov 
Xpierv. So also Theodoret’s paraphrase : 
“wa petarxw nal ths avacrdcews. It is 
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to attain unto, who believed the resurrection of the just and 
unjust, and therefore if he had spoken of the resurrection in 
general, as it belongeth unto all, he needed not that expression, 
‘If by any means,” nor that which went before, “the fellow- 
ship of Christ’s sufferings,” for without them he should cer- 
tainly rise from the dead; but he meant that resurrection which 
followeth upon the being “ made conformable unto his death,” 
which is a resurrection in conformity to the resurrection of 
Christ. As, I say, the resurrection of the dead is taken in the 
Scripture for everlasting happiness, and yet the same language 
is and may be used for the general resurrection of all men, 
even of such as shall be everlastingly unhappy; so the life ever- 
lasting,* though used for a reward given only unto the elect, 
may yet be taken as comprehending the condition of the repro- 
bate also, and understood barely for the duration of persons 
living. 

Alt those then who shall rise from the dead shall rise to life, 
and after the resurrection live by a true vital union of their 
souls unto their bodies: and because that union shall never 
cease, because the parts united shall never be dissolved, be- 
cause “it is appointed unto men once to die,” (Heb. ix. 27.) 
and after their reviviscency never to die again, it followeth, 
that the life which they shall live must be an everlasting life. 

To begin then with the resurrection to condemnation; the 
truth included in this Article, in reference unto that, is to this 
effect, that those who die in their sins, and shall be raised to 
life, that they may appear before the judgment-seat of Christ, 
and shall there receive the sentence of condemnation, shall be 
continued in that life for ever to undergo the punishment due 
unto their sins; in which two particulars are contained, the 
duration of their persons, and of their pains. For two ways 
this eternity may be denied: one, by a destruction or annihila- 
tion of their persons, with which their torments must likewise 
cease; the other, by a suspension or relaxation of the punish- 
ment, and a preservation of the persons, never to suffer the 
same pains again. Both of which are repugnant to the clear 
revelation of the justice of God against the disobedience of man. 

Our first assertion therefore is, that the wicked after the day 
of judgment shall not be consumed or annihilated, but shall 
remain alive in soul and body to endure the torments to be in- 
flicted upon them by the justice of God, for all the sins com- 
mitted by them while they were in the body. They who of late 
oppose the eternal subsistence and misery of the wicked, 
strangely maintain their opinion, not as a position to be proved 
by reason, as some of the heathens did,+ but as a truth deli- 


therefore, I conceive, a notion peculiar to non omnes resurgent ad gloriam.’ Ruffin. 

Theophylact among the Greeks: Mavreg ad Psal. 1. . 

avicravrat, ob poivros mayres ELaviorayras. + Mayeras yap abavaros diate aryndicr 

ad loc. ual Pacdvorg, “oeinee wav Td ddyovy Synrdy 
* «Sed sciendum est quia omnes boni tor. Seat. Empiricus adv. Mathem. p. 

et mali resurgere habent ad vitam, sed 321. 
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vered in the Scriptures ; as if the word itself taught nothing 
but an annihilation of the enemies of God, and no lasting tor- 
ment; as if all the threats and menaces of the justice and wrath 
of God were nothing else but what the scoffing atheist ex- 
pects, that is, after death never to be again; or if they be, as 
it were in a moment to lose that being for ever. Because the 
Scripture speaks of them as of such as shall be destroyed, and 
perish, and die; therefore they will give that comfort to them 
here, that though their life in which they sin be short, yet the 
time in which they are to be tormented for their sins shall be 
shorter far. They tell us where the Scripture mentioneth de- 
struction in hell, it speaks of perdition, but no torment there. 
In this sense will they understand those words of Christ (so 
full of terror in the true, so full of comfort to the wicked in 
their exposition), “Fear not them which kill the body, but are 
not able to kill the soul; but rather fear him which is able to 
destroy both soul and body in hell.” (Matt. x. 28.)* If this 
place speak, as those men would have it, of perdition only, not 
of cruciation, then will it follow that God is not able to cruci- 
ate and torment a man in hell; for there can be no other reason 
why it must be spoken of perdition only, excluding cruciation, 
but because he is able to annihilate, not to cruciate. No, cer- 
tainly a man may be said to be destroyed, and perish, to be 
lost and dead, who is rejected, separated, and disjoined from 
God, the better and the nobler life of man; and that person so 
denominated may still consist, and be what in his own nature 
he was before, and live the life which doth consist in the vital 
union of his soul and body, and so subsisting undergo the wrath 
of God for ever. Nor shall any language, phrases, or expres- 
sions, give any comfort to the wicked, or strength to this opi- 
nion, if the same Scriptures, which say the wicked shall be de- 
stroyed, and perish, and die, say also that they shall be tor- 
mented with never-dying pains, as they plainly and frequently do. 

“ Depart from me, ye cursed,” shall the Judge eternal say to 
all the reprobates, “ into everlasting fire;”’ and lest any should 
imagine that the fire shall be eternal, but the torments not, it 
followeth, “and these shall go away into everlasting punish- 
ment, but the righteous into life eternal.” (Matt. xxv. 41. 46.)+ 
Now, if the fire be everlasting by which God punisheth the re- 
probates, if the punishment inflicted be also everlasting; then 
must the reprobates everlastingly subsist to endure that punish- 
ment, otherwise there would be a punishment inflicted and none 
endured, which is a contradiction. Now the life eternal may as 


* «Locus Matthei x. 28. perditionem 
tantum anime in gehenna, non cruciatum 
denunciat.’ Smalcius contra Meisnerum. 
‘Igni eterno illi Christi hostes, qui qui- 
dem sunt diabolus et angeli ejus (vel sal- 
tem quorum nomine isti quoque continen- 
tur) cum impiis cruciabuntur, et ita dele- 
buntur.’ Crel!. Com, in 1 Cor. c. xv. 


+ ‘Quibuscunque enim dixerit Domi- 
nus, Discedite a me, maledicti, in ignem 
perpetuum, isti erunt semper damnati: et 
quibuscunque dixerit, Venite, benedicti 
Patris mei, hi semper percipiunt regnum, 
et in eo proficiunt semper.’ IJren, adv. 
Heres. |, iv. c. 47. 
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well be affirmed to have an end, as the everlasting punishment, 
because they are both delivered in the same expression.* 
Indeed the eternity of that fire prepared for the devil and 
his angels is a sufficient demonstration of the eternity of such 
as suffer in it; and the question only can be what that eternity 
doth signify. For, because some things are called in the 
Scriptures eternal which have but a limited or determined du- 
ration; therefore some may imagine the fire of hell to be in 
that sense eternal, as lasting to the time appointed by God 
for the duration of it. But as the fire is termed eternal, so 
that eternity is described as absolute, excluding all limits, 
prescinding from all determinations. The end of the burning 
of fire is by extinguishing, and that which cannot be extin- 
guished can never end: but such is the fire which shall tor- 
ment the reprobate; for he, ‘* whose fan is in his hand, shall 
burn up the chaff with unquenchable fire ;” (Matt. iii. 12. Luke 
iii. 17.) and hath taught us before, that “it is better to enter 
into life halt or maimed, rather than having two hands or two 
feet to be cast into everlasting fire, to go into hell, into the fire 
that never shall be quenched ;” (Matt. xviil. 8. Mark ix. 43. 
45.) and hath farther yet explained himself by that unques- 
tionable addition, and undeniable description of the place of 
torments, ‘‘where the worm dieth not, and the fire is not 
quenched.” (Mark ix. 44. 46.)+ And that we may yet be 
farther assured that this fire shall be never extinguished, we 
read that “the smoke of their torment ascendeth up for ever 
and ever,” (Rev. xiv. 11.){ and that those which are “‘ cast into 
the lake of fire and brimstone, shall be tormented, day and 
night for ever and ever;” (Rev. xx. 10.) which expression of 
day and night is the same with that which declareth the eternal 


*® Kal dorededoovras ovrot ei xoAaowW ald~ 
viov, of dé Sinatos sig Cwiv alanov. Matt. 
xxv. 46. ‘Antiquus ille persuasor in 
membris suis, id est, in mentibus ini- 
quorum, futuras poenas quasi certo fine 
determinat, ut eorum corruptiones ex- 
tendat, et eo magis hic peccata non fini- 
ant, qui istic affirmant peccatorum sup- 
plicia finienda. Sunt enim nunc etiam, 
qui idcirco peccatis suis ponere finem 
negligunt, quia habere quandoque finem 
futura super se judicia suspicantur. Qui- 
bus breviter respondemus, si quandoquo 
finienda sunt supplicia reproborum, quan- 
doque finienda sunt et gaudia beatorum : 
per semetipsam enim veritas dicit, [bunt 
hi in supplicium eternum, justi autem in 
vitam eternam. Si igitur hoc verum non 
est quod minatus est, neque est illud ve- 
rum quod promisit.’ S. Gregor. Moral. 1. 
xxxiv. c. 12. ‘Affirmamus te (anima) 
manere post vite dispunctionem, et ex- 
spectare diem judicii, proque meritis, aut 
cruciatibus destinari, aut  refrigerio, 
utroque sempiterno.’ Tertull, de Testim. 


Anime, c. 4. * Deus itaque judicabit ple- 
nius, quia extremius, per sententiam 
zternam tam supplicii quam refrigerii.’ 
Tertull. de Anima, c. 33. ‘Qui producto 
zvo isto judicaturus sit suos cultores in 
vitae zterne retributionem ; profanos in 
ignem aque perpetem et jugem ; suscita- 
tis omnibus ab initio defunctis ad utrius- 
que meriti dispunctionem.’ Idem, Apol, 
c. 18. 

t ‘ Quid illum thesaurum ignis eterni 
estimamus, quum fumariola quedam ejus 
tales flammarum ictus suscitent, ut proxi- 
me urbes aut jam nulle exstent, aut 
idem sibi de die sperent? Dissiliunt su- 
perbissimi montes ignis intrinsecus feetu ; 
et, quod nobis judicii perpetuitatem pro- 
bat, cum dissiliant, cum devorentur, nun- 
quam tamen finiuntur.’ Tertull. de Pe- 
mitent. Cc, 12. 

t Els aidva $2 aldvey airiv avaRaivew Aé- 
yeras, iva pedbaey arenevtnroy Elvat Tiy xd- 
AacW TV ajAdeTwWray, BowEp ual THY TaY 
Sixciov reupiv aldvev. Andreas Cesar, ad 
locum. 
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happiness in the heavens, where “ they rest not day and night, 
saying, Holy, holy, holy: where they are before the throne of 
God, and serve him day and night in his temple.” (Rev. iv. 8. 
vil. 16.) If then the fire, in which the reprobates are to be tor- 
mented, be everlasting; if so absolutely everlasting, that it 
shall never be quenched; if so certainly never to be quenched, 
that the smoke thereof shall ascend for ever and ever; if those 
which are cast into it shall be tormented for ever and ever (all 
which the Scriptures expressly teach); then shall the wicked 
never be so consumed as to be annihilated, but shall subsist 
for ever, and be coeternal to the tormenting flames. And so 
this language of the Scriptures proves not only an effect eter- 
nal, as annihilation may be conceived, but an eternal efficient 
never ceasing to produce the same effect, which cannot be an- 
nihilation, but cruciation only. And therefore the fire, which 
consumed Sodom and Gomorrha, bears no proportion with the 
flames of hell; because all men know that fire is extinguished, 
nor doth the smoke thereof ascend for ever and ever. 

Neither doth this only prove the eternity of infernal pains, 
but clearly refute the only material argument brought against 
it, which is laid upon this ground, that the wicked after the 
resurrection shall be punished with death, and that a second 
death; and so they shall be no more, nor can in any sense be 
said to live or subsist. For, the enduring of this fire is that 
very death, and they are therefore said to die the second death, 
because they endure eternal torments. “He that overcometh 
shall not be hurt by the second death.” (Rev. ii. 11.) it seems 
that they which shall die that death shall be hurt by it; whereas 
if it were annihilation, and so a conclusion of their torments, 
it would be no way hurtful or injurious, but highly beneficial 
to them. But the living torments are the second death. For 
“death and hell were cast into the lake of fire, that is the 
second death. Whosoever was not found written in the book 
of life, was cast into the lake of fire;” (Rev. xx. 14, 15.) this is 
the second death. The Jews before our Saviour’s time believed 
there was a second death; and though it were not expressed 
in the oracles themselves which were committed to them, yet 
in the received exposition of them it was often mentioned,* 


* The Chaldee paraphrase maketh 
often mention of it, as Deut. xxxiii. 6. 
«‘ Let Reuben live and not die ;’” he ex- 
pounded thus, xm Rady end pax 
:mne xd IM Let Reuben live in the life 
of the world, and not die the second death. 
So the Targum of Onkelos. The Jeru- 
salem Targum more expressly, ya oT 
7D RMN LIMP. My xd po xXadya 
snes xnpdoy>s xywr prin Let Reuben live 
in this world, and let him not die the second 
death, which the wicked die in the world to 
come. So Isa. xxii. 14. “Surely this ini- 
quity shall not be purged from you till ye 
die,” NN 8st Jy YI) PT Aan pan’ OK 


>NDIM NM and Ixv. 6. ‘¢1 will not keep 
silence, but will recompense into their 
bosom.” JOoX XYMD NDR pd NX Rd 
xmn>S DAN Pan may pod odowK 
:pansam xin T will not give them an end 
in this life, but will recompense them with 
vengeance for their sins, and deliver their 
bodies tv the second death. From these 
and the like places it appeareth, that the 
Jews believed that the wicked after death 
should be delivered to a second death; 
that this death should be in the world to 
come ; that they should by this death be 
punished for their sins. And St. John 
revealed that this punishment shall be by 
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and that as the punishment of the wicked in the life to come; 
and what this punishment shall be, was in these words revealed 
to St. John: “ But the fearful, and unbelieving, and the abo- 
minable, and murderers, and whoremongers, and sorcerers, and 
idolaters, and all liars, shall have their part in the lake which 
burneth with fire and brimstone, which is the second death.” 
(Rev. xxi. 8.) Now, if the part in the lake be the second 
death, if that part be a perpetual permansion in torment, as be- 
fore it is proved; then to say that the wicked shall die the 
second death is not a confutation of their eternal being in 
misery, but an assertion of it, because it is the same thing with 
everlasting torments, but delivered in other terms. 

And, if the pretence of death will not prove an annihilation, 
or infer a conclusion of torment, much less will the bare 
phrases of perdition and destruction; for we may as well con- 
clude that whosoever says he is undone,* intends thereby that 
he shall be no more. Besides, the eternity of destruction in 
the language of the Scripture signifies a perpetual perpession, 
and duration in misery. For when Christ shall come to take 
“vengeance on them that know not God, and obey not the 
Gospel of our Lord Jesus Christ, they shall be punished with 
everlasting destruction from the presence of the Lord, and from 
the glory of his power.” (2 Thess. i. 8, 9.) Wherefore I con- 
clude, that the wicked shall rise to everlasting punishment, 
continuing both in soul and body under the wrath of God and 
the torments proceeding from it, never to be quitted of them 
by annihilation; which is our first assertion, against the covert 
doctrine of the Socinians.+ 

The second assertion teacheth us, that as the reprobates 
shall never fail to endure the torments due unto their sins; so 
the justice of God will never fail to inflict those torments for 
their sins. They shall never live to pay the uttermost farthing, 


everlasting burnings: Kat Sdvaro: 32 wrat- nec ita aperte (cavi enim istud quantum 
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+ L call it covert, because it was at first 
closely delivered by Socinus, and some 
of his brethren did profess themselves to 
be scandalized at it, though he thought 
he had so delivered it that it should sooner 
be believed by his writings than perceived 
by them, as appeareth out of his sixth 
Epistle to Volkelius, who was offended at 
this doctrine, and seems never to have 
assented toit: ‘ Quod ais ea, in disputa- 
tione mea cum Puccio, tum de Christia- 
norum resurrectione, tum de morte impi- 
orum passim contineri, que a multis sine 
magna offensione, tum nostris tum alienis, 
legi non possint: scio equidem ista ibi 
contineri, sed, meo judicio, nec passim 


potui) ut quisquam vir pius facile offendi 
possit ; adeo ut, quod nominatim attinet 
ad impiorum mortem, in quo dogmate 
majus est multo offensionis periculum, ea 
potius ex lis colligi possit, que ibi dispu- 
tantur, quam expresse literis consignata 
exstet ; adeo ut Lector, qui alioqui sen- 
tentiam meam adversus Puccium de mor- 
talitate primi hominis, que toto libro 
agitatur, queque ob non paucos quos 
habet fautores, parum aut nihil offensionis 
parere potest, probandum censeat, prius 
censeat doctrinam istam sibi jam persua- 
sam esse quam suaderi animadvertat.’ 
Against this, Germanus, patriarch of 
Constantinople, in his defence of Gregory 
Nyssen, shewed from the words of Christ, 
the apostles, prophets, and the fathers, 
howee aianoy thy Tay diealow dvenddarnroy 
AMIAAUCI, OUTH HAL THY THY AuaeTWAgY ATE 
AcvTnTev Te xa} ayuTicraroy xoAaciy. Photius, 


in Biblioth. Cod. 235. 
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they shall never come to the days of refreshment who are cast 
into perpetual burnings. One part of their misery is the hor- 
ror of despair; and it were not perfect hell if any hope could 
lodge init. The favour of God is not to be obtained where 
there is no means left to obtain it; but in the world to come 
there is no place for faith, nor virtue in repentance. If there 
be now such a vast distance between the tormenting flames 
and Abraham’s bosom, that none could pass from one to the 
other, what impossibility must there be when the final sentence 
is passed upon all! As certainly as no person once received 
into the heavenly mansions shall ever be cast into outer dark- 
ness; so certainly no one which is once cast into the fire pre- 
pared for the devil and his angels shall ever enter into their 
Master’s joy. As the tree falleth, so it lieth: there is no change 
to be wrought in man within those flames, no purgation of his 
sins, no sanctification of his nature, no justification of his per- 
son, and therefore no salvation of him. Without the mediation 
of Christ no man shall ever enter into heaven, and when he 
hath “delivered up the kingdom to God, even the Father,” 
(1 Cor. xv. 24.) then shall the office of the Mediator cease. 
So groundless was the opinion of Origen, who conceived 
that after some number of years the damned should be released 
from their torments, and made partakers of the joys of heaven, 
or at least try their fortunes in such regions of the World as 
he conceived should be reserved for their habitation. For he 
may as well imagine that Christ shall be born and die again 
(who being risen, dieth not, Rom. vi. 9.) as that any person 
being condemned to the flames for contemning of his death, 
should ever come to live again, and by believing in the death 
of Christ to be after saved. For certainly their condition is 
unalterable, their condemnation is irreversible, their torments 
inevitable, their miseries eternal. As they shall not be taken 
from their punishment by annihilation of themselves, which is 
our first; so the punishment shall not be taken off them by any 
compassion upon them, which is our second assertion. 

To conclude this branch of the Article, I conceive these cer- 
tain and infallible doctrines in Christianity: That the wicked 
after this life shall be punished for their sins, so that in their 
punishment there shall be a demonstration of the justice of 
God revealed against all unrighteousness of men. That to 
this end they shall be raised again to life, and shall be judged 
and condemned by Christ, and delivered up under the curse, 
to be tormented with the devil and his angels. That the pu- 
nishment which shall be inflicted on them shall be proportion- 
ate to their sins, as a recompense of their demerits, so that no 
man shall suffer more than he hath deserved. That they shall 
be tormented with a-pain of loss, the loss from God, from 
whose presence they are cast out, the pain from themselves, in 
a despair of enjoying him, and regret for losing him. That 
they farther shall be tormented with the pain of sense inflicted 
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on them by the wrath of God which abideth upon them, repre- 
sented unto us bya lake of fire. That their persons shall con- 
tinue for ever in this remediless condition, under an everlasting 
pain of loss, because there is no hope of heaven, under an eter- 
nal pain of sense, because there is no means to appease the 
wrath of God which abideth on them. Thus the Athanasian 
Creed, ‘ They that have done good shall go into life everlast- 
ing, and they that have done evil into everlasting fire.’ 

The next relation of this Article to the former, is in reference 
to the resurrection of the just; and then the dife everlasting is 
not to be taken in a vulgar and ordinary sense,* but raised to 
the constant language of the Scriptures, in which it signifieth 
all which God hath promised, which Christ hath purchased, 
and with which man shall be rewarded in the world to come. 

Now this life eternal may be looked upon under three consi- 
derations ; as initial, as partial, and as perfectional. I call that 
eternal life znitial, which is obtained in this life, and is as it were 
an earnest of that which is to follow: of which our Saviour 
spake, “he that heareth my word, and believeth on him that 
sent me, hath everlasting life, and shall not come into con- 
demnation; but is passed from death unto life.” (John v. 24.) 
I call that partial, which belongeth, though to the nobler, yet 
but a part of man, that is, the soul of the just separated from 
the body. I dispute not whether the joys be partial as to the 
soul, I am sure they are but partial as tothe man, For that life 
consisteth in the happiness which is conferred on the soul de- 
parted in the fear, and admitted to the presence, of God. 
St. Paul had a “desire to depart and to be with Christ ;” 
(Phil. i. 23.) he was ‘willing rather to travel and be absent 
from the body, and to be present and at home with the Lord.” 
(2 Cor. v. 8.) And certainly where St. Paul desired to be when 
he departed, there he then was, and there now is, and that not 
alone, but with all them which ever departed in the same faith 
with him, and that is with Christ who sitteth at the right hand 
of God. This happiness which the Saints enjoy between the 
hour of their death and the last day, is the partial life eternal. 
Thirdly, I call that perfecttona/, which shall be conferred upon 
the elect immediately after the blessing pronounced by Christ, 
“Come, ye blessed children of my Father, receive the kingdom 


* «Kam quippe vitam eternam dicimus, 
ubi est sine fine felicitas. Nam si ani- 
ma in penis vivit zternis, quibus et ipsi 
spiritus cruciabuntur immundi, mors illa 
potius wterna dicenda est, quam vita. 
Nulla quippe major et pejor est mors, 
quam ubi non moritur mors.’ S. August. 
de Civit. Dei, |. vi. c. 12. ‘ Quia vita eter- 
ma ab his, qui familiaritatem non habent 
cum Scripturis sanctis, potest accipi etiam 
pro malorum vita; vel secundum quos- 


dam etiam philosophos, propter anime 
immortalitatem ; vel etiam secundum 
fidem nostram, propter peenas intermina- 
biles impiorum, qui utique in eternum 
cruciari non poterunt, nisi etiam vixerint 
in eternum ; profecto finis Civitatis hu- 
jus, in quo summum habebit bonum, vel 
pax in vita eterna, vel vita eterna in 
pace dicendus est, ut facilius ab omnibus 
possit intelligi.’ Idem, ]. xix. c. 11. 
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prepared for you from the foundation of the world.” (Matt. 
xxv. 34.) 

This eternal life is to be considered in the possession, and in 
the duration: in the first, as it is life; in the second, as it is 
eternal. Now this life is not only natural, that is, the union of 
the soul to the body, which is the life of the reprobate ; but 
spiritual, which consisteth in the union of the soul to God,* 
as our Saviour speaks, ‘* He that hath the Son hath life, and he 
that hath not the Son hath not life.” (1 John v.12.) And it is 
called after an especial manner life, because of the happiness 
which attendeth it :} and therefore to understand that life is to 
know, so far as it is revealed, in what that happiness doth 
consist. 

To begin with that which is most intelligible; the bodies of 
the Saints, after the resurrection, shall be transformed into 
spiritual and incorruptible bodies. The flesh ‘‘is sown in cor- 
ruption, raised in incorruption; sown in dishonour, raised in 
glory; sown in weakness, raised in power; sown a natural body, 
raised a spiritunl body.” (1 Cor. xv. 42—44.) This perfective 
alteration shall be made by the Son of God, “ who shall change 
our vile body, that it may be fashioned like unto his glorious 
body, according to the working whereby he is able even to 
subdue all things unto himself.” (Phil. iii. 21.) Thus, when we 
come into that other world, the world of spirits, even our bodies 
shall be spiritual. 

As for the better part of man, the soul, it shall be highly 


* « Due vite sunt, una corporis, altera that seek God.’’ And St. Paul, 1 Thess. 


anime ; sicut vita corporis anima, ita vita 
anime Deus. uo modo si anima de- 
serat, moritur corpus: sic anima, moritur, 
si deserat Deus.’ S. August. in Psal. 70. 
Serm. ii. §. 3. 

+ For life is taken for happiness, and 
to live for being happy. Among the 
Greeks and Latins, rv and vivere were 
taken for living acheerful and merry life, 
as ¢ Vivamus, mea Lesbia,’ in Catullus, 
Carm. v. 1. and in Martial. |. i. epigr. 
16. ver. 12. 

‘Sera nimis vita est crastina, vive hodie.’ 
And as it is an old inscription, amicr 
DUM VIVIMUS VIVAMUS, and in the con- 
vivial wish, Znceiag, mentioned by Dio in 
the life of Commodus, I. Ixxii. so in the 
language of the Scriptures, and a reli- 
gious notion, they signify a happy and a 
blessed life: as 1 Sam. x. 24. qonm sm 
Let the king live, is translated by the 
Chaldee paraphrast, x29 mbox Let the 
king prosper. And when David sent unto 
Nabal, he said, ‘‘Thus shall ye say to 
him that liveth in prosperity,” which is in 
the original (1 Sam. xxv. 6.) nothing but 
sm. So the Psalmist is to be understood, 
Psal. lxix. 32. ‘*The humble shall see 
this and be glad, and your heart shall live 


iii. 8. “Or: viv Caprtv, Bay dmeio ornunre ey 
Kueiw. Thus life of itself is often taken in 
the Scriptures for a happy and glorious 
life, even that which is eternal, as St. 
Augustin observeth upon these words of 
the Psalmist: ‘ Veniant mihi miserationes 
tue et vivam: Tune enim vere vivam, 
quando nihil potero timere ne moriar. 
Ipsa enim et sine ullo additamento dici- 
tur vita, nec intelligitur nisi eterna et 
beata, tanquam sola dicenda sit vita, in 
cujus comparatione ista quam ducimus, 
mors potius sit appellanda quam vita ; 
quale illud est in evangelio, Sz vis venire 
ad vitam, serva mandata. Nunquid addi- 
dit, eternam vel beatam? Item de resur- 
rectione carnis cum loqueretur, Qui bene 
fecerunt, inquit, in resurrectionem vite ; 
neque hic ait, eterne vel beate. Sic et 
hic, Veniant, inquit, mihi miserationes tue, 
et viram: Neque hie ait, in eternum vi- 
vam, vel beate vivam ; quasi aliud non sit 
vivere quam sine ullo fine, et sine ulla 
miseria vivere. In Psal. 118. serm. 19, 
§.4. Thus St. Augustin. And again, 
‘Non est vera vita, nisi ubi feliciter vi- 
vitur nec vera incorruptio, nisi ubi salus 
nullo dolore corrumpitur.’ Enchir. de 
Fid, ad Laurent. c. 92. 
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exalted to the utmost perfection in all the parts or faculties 
thereof. The understanding shall be raised to the utmost capa- 
city, and that capacity completely filled. ‘‘ Now we see 
through a glass darkly, but then face to face; now we know 
but in part, but then shall we know even as also weare known.” 
(1 Cor. xiii. 12.) And this even now “we know, that when 
God shall appear we shall be like him, for we shall see him as 
he is.” (1 John iii. 2.) Our first temptation was, that we 
should be like unto God in knowledge, and by that we fell; 
but being raised by Christ, we come to be truly like him, by 
knowing him as we are known, and by seeing him as he is. 
Our wills shall be perfected with absolute and indefective holi- 
ness, with exact conformity to the will of God, and perfect 
liberty from all servitude of sin: they shall be troubled with 
no doubtful choice, but with their radical and fundamental 
freedom shall fully embrace the greatest good.* Our affections 
shall be all set right by an unalterable regulation, and in that 
regularity shall receive absolute satisfaction; and _all this shall 
be effected, that we may be thereby made capable, and then 
happy by a full fruition. 

To this internal perfection is added a proportionately happy 
condition, consisting in an absolute freedom from all pain, mi- 
sery, labour, and want; animpossibility of sinning and offending 
God ; an hereditary possession of all good, with an unspeak- 
able complacency and joy flowing from it, and all this redound- 
ing from the vision and fruition of God: this is the life. 

And now the duration of this life is as necessary as the life 
itself, because to make all already mentioned amount unto a 
true felicity, there must be added an absolute security of the 
enjoyment, void of all fear of losing it, or being deprived of it. 
And this is added to complete our happiness, by the adjection 
of eternity. Now that this life shall be eternal, we are assured 
who have not yet obtained it, and they much more who do enjoy 
it. He which hath purchased it for us, and promised it unto 
us, often calleth it eternal life; it is described as a “ continuing 
city ;” (Heb. xiii. 14.) as “ everlasting habitations,” (Luke xvi. 
9.) as a “ house eternal in the heavens ;” (2 Cor. v. |.) it is ex- 
pressed by ‘eternal glory,” (1 Pet. v. 10.) “ eternal salvation,” 
(Heb. v. 9.) by an “eternal inheritance,” (Ibid. ix. 15.) “incor- 


* « Sicut prima immortalitas fuit, quam 
peccando Adam perdidit, posse non mori, 
novissima erit non posse mori; ita pri- 
mum liberum arbitrium posse non pec- 
care, novissimum non posse peccare. Sic 
enim erit inamissibilis voluntas pietatis 
et equitatis, quomodo est felicitatis. 
Nam utique peccando nec pietatem nec 
felicitatem tenuimus, voluntatem vero 
felicitatis nec perdita felicitate perdidi- 
mus. Certe Deus ipse numquid quoniam 
peccare non potest, ideo liberum arbitri- 


um habere negandus est ? Erit ergo illius 
civitatis et una in omnibus et insepara- 
bilis in singulis voluntas libera, ab omni 
malo liberata, et impleta omni bono, 
fruens indeficienter eternorum jucundi- 
tate gaudiorum, oblita culparum, oblita 
penarum, nec tamen ideo sue liberationis 
oblita, ut liberatori suo non sit ingrata.’ 
S. August. de Civit. Dei, |. xxii. c. 30. 
Vide eundem Tractatu de Epicuris et 
Stoicis, prope finem. ; 
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tuptible, undefiled, and that fadeth not away ;” (1 Pet. 1.4.) by 
“the everlasting kingdom of our Lord and Saviour Jesus 
Christ.” (2 Pet.i. 11.) And lest we should be discouraged by 
any short or lame interpretation of eternity, it is farther ex- 
plained in such terms as are liable to no mistake. For our 
Saviour hath said, “if any man keep my saying, he shall never 
see death.” (John viii. 51.) And “ whosoever liveth and be- 
lieveth in me shall not die.” (Ibid. xi. 26.) When “ God shall 
wipe away all tears from our eyes, there shall be no more 
death ;” (Rev. xxi. 4.) and where there is life and no death, 
there must be everlasting life: which is expressed by St. Paul 
by way of opposition, calling it “ life and immortality,” and 
that together with the abolition of death, saying that “ our 
Saviour Jesus Christ hath abolished death, and hath brought 
life and immortality to light through the Gospel.” (2 Tim. i. 10.) 

The belief of this Article is necessary (as to the eternity of 
torment) to deter us from committing sin, and to quicken us 
to holiness of life, and a speedy repentance for sin committed. 
“For the wages of sin is death ;” (Rom. vi. 23.) nothing can 
bring us to those everlasting flames but sin, no sin but that 
which is unrepented of ; nothing can save that man from the 
never-dying worm, who dieth in his sins; and no other reason 
can bring him thither, but because he sinned and repented not. 
They which imagine the pains inflicted for sin to be either 
small or short,* have but a slender motive to innocence or 
repentance; but such as firmly believe them sharp and endless, 
have by virtue of that faith within themselves a proper and 
natural spur and incitement to avoid them: for who can 
“ dwell with everlasting burnings ?” (Isa. xxxiu. 14.) 

Secondly, The belief of eternal pains after death is necessary 
to breed in us a fear and awe of the great God, a jealous God, 
a consuming fire, a God that will not be mocked ; and to teach 
us to tremble at his word, to consider the infinity of his jus- 
tice, and the fierceness of his wrath, to meditate on the power 
of his menaces, the validity of his threats, to follow that di- 
rection, to embrace that reduplicated advice of our Saviour, 
‘<T will forewarn you whom ye shall fear; fear him, which after 
he hath killed, hath power to cast into hell; yea, I say unto 
you, fear him.” (Luke xii. 5.) And that exclusively of such 
fear as concerns the greatest pains of this life, which the mar- 
tyrs undervalued out of a belief of eternal torments.+ 


* Tertullian recounting the advantages 
of the Christians towards innocence and 
holiness of life, which the heathens had 
not: ‘ Recogitate etiam pro brevitate 
supplicii cujuslibet, non tamen ultra mor- 
tem remansuri. Sic et Epicurus omnem 
cruciatum doloremque depretiat, modi- 
cum quidem contemptibilem pronunci- 
ando, magnum vero, non diuturnum. 
Enimvero nos qui sub Deo omnium spe- 


culatore dispungimur, quique eternam ab 
eo pwnam providemus, merito soli inno- 
centiz occurrimus, et pro scientiz pleni- 
tudine, et pro latebrarum difficultate, et 
pro magnitudine cruciatus, non diuturni, 
verum sempiterni, eum timentes, quem 
timere debebit et ipse qui timentes judi- 
cat, Deum, non Proconsulem, timentes.’ 
Apolog. c. 45. 

+ So Polycarpus the Martyr answered 
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Thirdly, This belief is necessary to teach us to make a fit 
estimate of the price of Christ’s blood, to value sufficiently the 
work of our redemption, to acknowledge and admire the love . 
of God to us in Christ.. For he which believeth not the eter- 
nity of torments to come, can never sufliciently value that 
ransom by which we were redeemed from them, or be propor- 
tionately thankful to his Redeemer, by whose intervention we 
have escaped them. Whereas he who is sensible of the loss 
of heaven and the everlasting privation of the presence of God, 
of the torments of fire, the company of the devil and his angels, 
the vials of the wrath of an angry and never-to-be-appeased 
God, and hopeth to escape all these by virtue of the death of 
his Redeemer, cannot but highly value the price of that blood, 
and be proportionably thankful for so‘ plenteous a redemption.” 
(Psal. cxxx. 7.) 7 

Again, As this Article followeth upon the resurrection of 
the just, and containeth in it an eternal duration of infinite 
felicity belonging to them, it is necessary to stir us up to an 
earnest desire of the kingdom of heaven, and that righteous- 
ness to which such a life is promised, “1 will now turn aside 
and see this great. sight,” said Moses, (Exod. i. 3.) when he 
saw the burning bush. “It is good for us to be here,” said 
St. Peter, (Matt. xvii. 4.) when he saw our Saviour transfi- 
gured in the mount; how much more ought we to be inflamed 
with a desire of the joys of heaven, and that length of days 
which only satisfieth by its eternity,* to a careful and con- 
stant performance of those commands to which such a reward 
is graciously promised! For as all our happiness proceedeth 
from the vision of God, so we are certain that without holiness 
no man shall see him. 

Secondly, This belief is necessary to take off our inclina- 
tions and desires from the pleasures and profits of this life ; 
to breed in us a contempt of the world,t and to teach us to 
despise all things on this side heaven; to “set our affections 
on things above, not on things on the earth, considering we are 
dead, and our life is hid with Christ in God.” (Col. i. 2, 3.) 


the Proconsul threatening to consume him __it, repleho eum. Non nobis sufficit quic- 


with fire : [dp daresrsig ro mpdg Geav xasduee- 
voy Hal eT drlyoy cRevyupeevov. “Ayvoeto yae 
Td Tig EARNS Keigsws Kal aiwvioy HOAATEWS 
Toig dosbeot tTneovmcevev wip. Epist.ad Smyrn. 
Eccles. c. 11. 

* So St. Augustin upon those words, 
Longitudine dierum replebo eum, in the 
91st Psalm : ‘ Que est longitudo dierum ? 
Vita eterna. Fratres, nolite putare lon- 
gitudinem dierum dici, sicut sunt hyeme 
dies minores, estate dies majores. 
Tales dies nobis habet dare? Longitudo 
illa est que non habet finem, eterna vita 
que nobis promittitur in diebus longis. 
Et vere, quia sufficit, non sine causa dix- 


quid longum est in tempore, si habet 
finem ; et ideo nec longum dicendum est. 
Et si avari sumus, vite wterne debemus 
esse avari: talem vitam desiderate, que 
non habet finem. Ecce ubi extendatur 
avaritia vestra. Argentum vis sine fine ? 
Vitam eternam desidera sine fine. Non 
vis ut habeat finem possessio tua? Vitam 
eternam desidera.’ In Psal. 90. Serm. 2. 
6, Ez. . 

+ ‘Nemo vitam eternam, incorrupti- 
bilem immortalemque desiderat, nisi eum 
vite hujus temporalis, corruptibilis, mor- 
talisque, pceniteat.’ S. August. Hom. 50. 
al. Serm. 351. §. 3. 
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For “where our treasure is, there will our hearts be also.” 
(Matt. vi. 21.) Therefore we must forget “ those things which 
are behind, and reaching forth unto those things which are 
before, press towards the mark, for the prize of the high calling 
of God in Christ Jesus.” (Phil. iii. 13, 14.) 

Thirdly, Anassent unto this truth is necessary to encourage 
us to take up the cross of Christ, and to support us under it, 
willingly and cheerfully to undergo the afflictions and tribula- 
tions of this life, reckoning with the apostle, “that the suffer- 
ings of this present time are not worthy to be compared with 
the glory which shall be revealed in us :” (Rom. viii. 18.) and 
knowing that “ our light affliction, which is but for a moment, 
worketh for usa far more exceeding and eternal weight of glory.” 
(2 Cor.iv. 17.) And this knowledge is not to be obtained, this 
comfort is not to be expected, except “ we look not at the things 
which are seen, but at the things which are not seen; for the 
things which are seen are temporal, but the things which are 
not seen are eternal.” (Ibid. 18.) 

And now having thus shewed the propriety, proved the 
verity, and declared the necessity, of this Article, we may fully 
instruct every Christian how to express his belief in the last 
object of his faith, which he may most fitly thus pronounce : 
I do fully and freely assent unto this, as unto a most necessary 
and infallible truth, that the unjust after their resurrection and 
condemnation shall be tormented for their sins, in hell, and 
shall be so continued in torments for ever, as neither the jus- 
tice of God shall ever cease to inflict them, nor the persons of 
the wicked cease to subsist and suffer them: and that the 
just after their resurrection and absolution shall as the blessed 
of the Father obtain the inheritance, and as the servants of 
God enter into their Master’s joy, freed from all possibility of 
death, sin, and sorrow, filled with all conceivable and incon- 
ceivable fulness of happiness, confirmed in an absolute secu- 
rity of an eternal enjoyment, and so they shall continue with 
God and with the Lamb for evermore. And thus I believe 
THE LIFE EVERLASTING. 
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SYMBOLUM S. IREN &£I. 


Ex. 1.1. c. 10. adv. Heres. 


‘H yey yao *ExxAnola, Katrep Kay dAng THC oixoupévne EWS TE- 
parwy tie vine dueorappévn, mapa TE TOV aTooTtoAwy Kat TOV éxet- 
VW pasnr ay toochapovea thv’ Eic¢ tva Oxov, Narépa TavToKpa- 
TOOA, TOV TETOLNKOTA TOV OVOAaVOY Kal THY yiv Kal Tac Saddaoac 
Kat TdavrTa Ta év avroic" amiortiv. Kati cic eva Xpvorov ‘Inooby, TOV 
Yiov rov sou, TOV caokwbévra uTip THe Twetéoac swrnpiac. Kat 
sic vevpa' ‘Aytov, 70 dua TOY TOOPYTOV KEKNOUXOG Tac oixovopiac, 
Kat Tac eheboere, Kal 77 kK Taobévou yevynow, Kat TO jTavoc, Kat 
THY eyepow &K VEKOWY, Kal THY évoapkov ELC Tove ovpavove avadnpy 
TOU Tyamnpévou Xotorou *Inoov rov Kuptou TOV, Kar Tv gk TWV 
ovoaven év 7 od&y TOU Tlarpog Tapovoiay avrou, emt TO avakepa- 
AadoacIae Ta Tavra, Kal avaotijoa masav oapKa TaonG avSowT o- 
THTOC, iva Xptorw *Inoov TH Kuoly NLWV, Kal Oey, kal Vwrnol, kat 
Baowhet, kara ally evooklav rou [lato0¢ rov dopdrov, Tav yovu 
Kahn é eroupaviwy Kat emvyetwy Kat karaxvoviwy, kal Taoa yrewooa 
ouodoyhiaerat avr, Kal plow duckalay év role Tact Tolmontal’ Ta 
ev MEvpLaTiKd THC Tovnptac, | Kat wyyidoue maoaBeyedrac Kal év 
arooracta yeyovdrac, Kal Tove doeSeic kal adixove Kal avdmouc 
Kal Prasphuove TOY avSpuTov, Elc¢ TO ai vlov TO TUO meu Tog 

é dtkatore Kal Oolote Kal Tac évrohac avrou TETNPNKOGL kal év 7) 
ayarn avrou Stapepevndor, TOlC ply aT doxiic, Tole O& &k peravolac, 
Swny Xavicdpevoc, apvapclay Swoejonrat, kal Oday aiwviay meol- 
Tolnon. 


SYMBOLA TERTULLIANI. 
Ex lib. de Virg. veland. c. 1. 


Regula quidem fidei una omnino est, sola immobilis et irre- 
formabilis, credendi scilicet, 

In unicum Deum omnipotentem, mundi conditorem: Et 
Filium ejus Jesum Christum, natum ex Virgine Maria, cruci- 
fixum sub Pontio Pilato, tertia die resuscitatum a mortuis, 
receptum in ccelis, sedentem nunc ad dexteram Patris, ven- 
turum judicare vivos et mortuos, per carnis etiam resurre- 
ctionem. 


Ex hb. de Prescript. adv. Heretic. c. 13. 


Regula est autem fidei, ut jam hinc quid credamus profitea- 
mur, illa scilicet qua creditur, 
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Unum omnino Deum esse, nec alium preter mundi condi- 
torem, qui universa de nihilo produxerit, per Verbum suum 
primo omnium emissum: Id Verbum Filium ejus appellatum, 
in nomine Dei varie visum Patriarchis, in Prophetis semper 
auditum, postremo delatum ex Spiritu Dei Patris et virtute in 
Virginem Mariam, carnem factum in utero ejus, et ex ea natum 
hominem et esse Jesum Christum; exinde predicasse novam 
legem et novam promissionem regni ccelorum, virtutes fecisse ; 
fixum cruci; tertia die resurrexisse ; m ccelos ereptum sedere 
ad dexteram Patris; ; Misisse vicariam vim Spiritus Sancti qui 
credentes agat ; venturum cum claritate, ad sumendos sanctos 
in vite eterne et promissorum ceelestium fructum, et ad pro- 


fanos judicandos igni perpetuo, facta utriusque partis resusci- 
tatione cum carnis resurrectione. 


Ex hb. adv. Praxean, c. 2. 


Nos et semper, et nunc magis ut instructiores per Paracle- 
tum deductorem sc. omnis veritatis, 

Unicum quidem Deum credimus: Sub hac tamen dispensa- 
tione, quam oixovoyilay dicimus, ut unici Dei sit et Filius Sermo 
ipsius, qui ex ipso processerit, per quem omnia facta sunt, et 
sine quo factum est nihil; hunc missum a Patre in Virginem, 
et ex ea natum Powmecnn et Deum, filium hominis et Filium 
Dei, et cognominatum Jesum Christum; hunc passum, hunc 
mortuum et sepultum secundum Scripturas, et resuscitatum 
a Patre, et in ceelos resumptum, sedere ad dexteram Patris, 
venturum judicare vivos et mortuos ; qui exinde miserit secun- 
dum promissionem suam a Patre Spiritum Sanctum Paracletum, 


sanctificatorem fidei eorum, qui credunt in Patrem et Filium et 
Spiritum Sanctum. 


- 


SYMBOLUM ORIGENIS. 
Ex Proem., Op. wept dpyey, interprete Rufino. 


Species vero eorum, que per predicationem apostolicam 
manifeste traduntur, iste sunt: 

Primo, quod unus Deus est, qui omnia creavit atque com- 
posuit, quique ex nullus fecit esse universa, Deus a prima 
creatura et conditione mundi omnium justorum, Deus Adam, 
Abel, Seth, Enos, Enoch, Noe, Sem, Abraham, Isaac, Jacob, 
xii. Patriarcharum, Moysis, et Prophetarum: Et quod hic 
Deus in novissimis diebus, sicut per prophetas suos ante 
promiserat, misit Dominum nostrum Jesum Christum, primo 
quidem vocaturum Israel, secundo vero Gentes post perfidiam 
populi Israel. Hic Deus justus et bonus, Pater Domini 
nostri Jesu Christi, legem et prophetas et evangelia ipse de- 
dit, qui et apostolorum Deus est et veteris et novi Testamenti. 
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Tum deinde quia Jesus Christus ipse qui venit, ante omnem 
creaturam natus ex Patre est. Qui, cum in omnium condi- 
tione Patri ministrasset (per ipsum enim omnia facta sunt), 
novissimis temporibus seipsum exinaniens homo factus est; 
incarntaus est cum Deus esset, et homo mansit quod Deus 
erat. Corpus assumpsit nostro corpori simile, eo solo diffe- 
rens quod natum ex Virgine de Spiritu Sancto est. Et quon- 
iam hic Jesus Christus natus et passus est in veritate et non 
per imaginem, communi hac morte vere mortuus est: vere 
enim a mortuis resurrexit, et post resurrectionem conversatus 
cum discipulis suis assumptus est. Tum deinde honore ac 
dignitate Patri ac Filio sociatum tradiderunt Spiritum Sanc- 
tum. In hoc non jam manifeste discernitur, utrum natus an 
innatus. Sed inquirenda jam ista pro viribus sunt de sacra 
Scriptura et sagaci perquisitione investiganda. Sane quod 
iste Spiritus Sanctus unumquemque sanctorum vel propheta- 
rum vel apostolorum inspiravit, et non alius spiritus in veteri- 
bus, aliud vero in his qui in adventu Christi inspirati sunt, 
manifestissime in ecclesiis predicatur, Post hee jam quod 
anima substantiam vitamque habens propriam, cum ex hoc 
mundo discesserit, et pro suis meritis dispensabit, sive vite 
eterne ac beatitudinis hereditate potitura, si hoc ei sua gesta 
prestiterint ; sive igne eterno ac suppliciis mancipanda, si in 
hoc eam scelerum culpa detorserit: sed et quia erit tempus 
resurrectionis mortuorum, cum corpus hoc, quod in corrupti- 
one seminatur surget in incorruptione ; et quod seminatur in 
ignominia, surget in gloria. Est et illud definitum in ecclesi- 
astica predicatione, omnem animam rationabilem esse liberi 
arbitrii: &c. 


SYMBOLUM FIDE] NIC/ENUM. 


Ex Concil. Gen., ed. Binii. 


Promulgated by the First General Council, held under Sylvester at 
Nicea in Bithynia, A. D. 325, attended by 318 Bishops. 


Tliorebopev sic Eva Ocov, Matéoa mavtoKxpdropa, TavTwv dpaTwv 
TE Kal aoodtwyv Tointhy. Kal cic Eva Kiguov ‘Inoovv Xpiorov, tov 
Yidv rov Ocov, yevyndévra & tov Llarpd¢ povoyevn, tovréotiv, ek 
Tie ovelac Tov Ilatpdc’ Ozdv 2x Ocov, pwc ek Pwrdc, Oedv adnd- 
vov tk Ocov adnOiwov yevynSévta, ov romSévra’ Suootstov T) 
Ilarpt: 8 ov ra Tavta éyévero, Ta Te Ev TH OVPAVH Kal Ta 1 emi TiC 
ving’ Tov Ov jac rove avOpdrove Kal Sia Thy juETépav owrnoiav 
kareAO6vra, Kal capkwévra, ? kat évavPowricavra’ rabdvra, Kai 
avaoravra TH ToiTH NMépa, * Kal aveASdvTa sic TOVE OVpavodtc’ * Kal 
éoyOuevov Tadw Kolvac Cwvrac Kal vexpote. Kai cig rd [vedpa 


1y 7% yn. Socrat. Hist. Eccles. 1. i. c. 8. ® Deest xai. Ibid. 


2Q 
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ro"Aytov. Tove oi Aéyovrac, iy mor’ Sre ovK Fy, > Kal Toly yevvn- 
Sivae ovK iv, cat bru 2 ov“ SvTwv eyévero, 7 2 étépac UrocTdcewe 
}) ovatae pacxovrac eivat, 7) KtiaTOv, 7) GAAOlwrov, *7) TOETTOV, TOV 
Yidv tov Oeov, robrove avabeuariZer % kaloAu) Kat > dmooroAuK) 
°ExkAynola. 


SYMBOLUM EUSEBII CHSARIENSIS. 
Ex Socrat. Hist. Eccles. 1. i. c. 8. 


Tlisrevouev ele Eva Ocdv, Tarépa wavtoKxparopa, tov Tw aTay- 
Twv OpaTwv TE Kal AOpaTwY TomTiv. Kat cic Eva Kbprov “lyoovy 
Xoorov, Tov Tov Oeovd Adyov, Gedy zk Ocov, PWC ek Pwrde, Jwijv 
tx Cwne, Yiov pwovoyevn, woordroKoy Taone KTicéwC, TPO TavTwY 
TOV alwvwy ek TOV O<ov Narpdc yeyevynuévov’ dv’ ov Kal eyévero 
Ta Tavta’ Tov Ola TY HueTeoav owrnolav capKwHévra, Kal év Toi¢ 
av0owmoig ToAtrevodpevov’ Kat TaYdvrTa, Kal avaotavra TH ToITY 
nuéoa’ kat avehOdvra mode tov Tlatépa, cat nEovra wadw év dd&y 
Kolvat Cwvrac Kai vexpove. [ltorevouev kal cic tv Ivedua "Ayov. 
Totrwyv txaorov sivat Kat vrapxev miorebovrec, Ilatéoa adnIec 
Taréea, cat Yibv adnOd¢ Yidv, cat Mvedpa"Aytoy adnsee “Ayov 
Tvevpat cata Kat Kipioc huov, arocté\dwv sic Td Khovypa Tove 
éauvtov padnrdc, ime’ Tlopeusévree paSyreboate mwavta ta Edyn, 
Bamrigovrec avrove cic TO Gvopua rou Tarde, Kal rov Yiod, kat rov 
“Ayiou [lvebuaroc.* 


SYMBOLUM S. CYRILLI HIEROSOLYMITANTI. 
Ex Tractat. de Catech. excerpt. 


Tliorsiw cic tva Ocdov, [latéoa wavTokparopa, Toit ovpavor 
Kal yi¢e, Oparwv te wavrwy Kal doparwy Tomrhy. Kat sig Eva Ki- 
plov "Inoovy Xo.ordv, tov Yiov tov Osov tov povoyevi, TOV é&k TOU 
Tlarpoc yevvnSévta Ted TavTwY THY alwvwv Osdv aAnSiVdY, EL Ot 
Ta TWavTa eyévETo’ GapKwévTa, Kal EvavIowrhoavTa’ sravpwvéivTa, 
kal Tapévta’ kal avaoravra ek veKpwv Th TpiTH Hpéoa, Kal dveA\SovTa 
sig Tove Ovpavore, Kal Kafioavra 2k detiwy rou Ilaredc’ Kal é0X6- 
pevov Kplvat C@vrac kat vexoove. Kat ic ev "Ay.ov [Ivevpa 76 a- 
odkAntov, To AaAjoav Oud THY TpopyTov. Kai cic play aylav Ka- 
Soducny ’ExxAnstav, cal capKxde advacraow, Kal cic Cw aiwvov. 


3% ovw ny wely yewnOrvar, n @&. Ibid. 
4 reearriv, 4 addoiwtov. Socrat. Hist. Eccles. 1. i. c. 8. 
5 aqmorroAiuy Tov @eov éxnxancia. Ibid. 


* This Creed, given in at the First Nicene Council, together with some further 
arguments of its professor, caused some alteration in the Creed promulgated by 
that Synod. 
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SYMBOLUM ARIANUM H/ERETICUM. 
Ex Socrat. Hist. Eccles. 1. ii. c. 37. 


This is one of the Creeds of the Arians (of which Athanasius in his 
Book de Synodis, gives xi. Forms set forth by the followers of that 
Heresy, from A.D. 341. to A. D. 361.), published at the Council of 
Ariminum, A.D. 359., having been previously exhibited at the Coun- 
cil of Sirmium ; but it was disallowed by most of the Bishops present, 
and the Nicene Creed again confirmed. 


Iliorebouey cic Eva Tov povoy Kat adnOivov Oedv, Taréoa rav- 
TOKOGTOOA, KTLOTHY Kal OnjLLoVpyOY TWY TavTwv. Kat sic Eva povo- 
yevn Yiov tov cov, rov mpd TavTwY THY alwMvur, Kal TPO TaoNE 
aoxinc, Kal 7ed TavToc érivooupévov Ypdvov, Kal TPO TaoNe KaTa- 

NTT émiwolac, yeyevynuévoy ataIwe ék Tov Oeov, d¢ ov ot TE 
aiwvec karnotioOnoay, kal Ta wavra éyévero’ yeyevnpévoy Of [Movo- 
yevn, wovov &k pdvov, UTO Tov Llatrpdc, Ocdv ek Oeov, Suoiov TH 
yevvnjoavre avrov [larpt kara tag yoaddc’ ov Thy yévynowy ovdsic 
imloraral, 7) movog 6 yévynoag avrov [larho* TovToy iopev TOV po- 
voyevn avtou Yiov, vebuari TaTpiKy TapayEvoOmEVoY EK TWY OVPAVOY 
ele abérnow rig apaptiac’ Kal yevyndévra ex Mapiac rig map0évou, 
kal avaorpadévra peta Twv pabyTor, kal Tacav THY OlKOVOmiaY TAY- 
owoarvta Kata THY TatoLKHY PotAnoww’ otavpwévta, Kal amova- 
vovta, kal cic Ta KataxOdvia KareAOdvra, Kal ra ékéioe oiKovOLh- 
savta’ Ov wuAwpol aoou iddvTec Eporgav' Kal avactdyra TH TpiTH 
nuéoa, kal avaotpagévra pera Twv pabyTwr’ Kal, TEsoapaKovTa HME- 
ewv TAnooupévwr, avadrnprévra cic TOE OVpavode, Kal KafeCduevov 
ék SeEc@v Tov Marpdc’ kat thevodpevov TH toxary Huéoa TH OdEH TH 
TATpPUKh, ATOOLOOUTA EKdOTW KaTA TA Zoya avTov. Kal sic To" Ayov 
TIvedpa, 0 avroe 6 povoyevne Tov Oeov Yide “Incove Xptoroe érny- 
yetXaro ménpar 7 yéver TOV avOoGTwY, TOY TagdKAnTOV, KaTa TO 
yeyoaupevov, Améoyoua woo¢e Tov Larépa pov, Kal mapaxadéow 
tov Llarépa pov, kat aAXov TapakAnroy wéuper Viv, 76 Ivevpa ripe 
aAnvetac’ éxelvog &k Tou gu0v Afperar, kat Sidake. kal Hrouvhoe 
duac Tavta. To é dvoua Tig ovatag Oia Td atAObOTEDOY UTO THY 
matiowy teOeioSat, ayvoovpmevov oi brd Tov Aawy, cKavoadrov pe- 
pel, Ola TO [LTE TAC Yoapde TOTO TEpLEXELY, NpEGE TOUTO TECLALDE- 
Svat kat wavteAwe pydeulav pevhwnv ovolag ert Ocov eivac tov Aow- 
Tov, dia TO TAC Selac yoapag pyoapuod Teor Tlarpd¢ Kat Yiovd ovciac 
pepvnobar Guovov oS: Aéyouev TOv Yidv tq Tlarpt kata Tavra, we at 
ayia yoapat Aéyovaty re kal SuddoKkovowy. 


SYMBOLUM S. EPIPHANII. 
Ex Ancorat. §. 121. 


, > e 
Iliorevopev tic eva Ocov, Ilaréipa mavroxpéropa, ravTwv aoparwy 
4 ~ ~ 
TE Kal OPaTwWY ToNTHY. Kat cic Eva Kiprov *Inoovv Xpiorov, Tov 
es ~ ~ ~ ~ 
Yidv rov Ocov, yevenbévra ex Osod Ilarpoc, povoysvi, routéoriv, 


aK? sb? 


596 APPENDIX. 


&k THE ovolag tou Llarpdc’ Ozdv ek Ocov, pwe ek pwrdc, Ozdv adnSi- 
vov & Osov arnbiwod' yevenlévra, ov Trombévra’ buoovo.wv TW 
Narpi: dv ob ra mavta 2yéveto, Ta TE ev TOIc OUpavoic Kal Ta év TH 
yu, Opara Te kal adpara’ Tov Ot rac Tove avIowToUE Kal Oud THY 
nuetéoay owrnoiay KateAOdvra’ Kal capxwhévra, Toutéott, yeven- 
Névra teAelwe & tie aylag Mapiae rie aemapQévov dud Ivetuaroe 
‘Aytov’ évavOowmioavta, TouTéott, TéEAELOV avopa Aafsdvra, puxiy 
kal oma Kal vovv, kal Tavta ei Te éoTiv avOpwroc, ywolc apaptiac’ 
OUK aTO oTéOpaTOC AVOpOE, OVO év aVvIpwTW, GAN sic EavTOY GapKa 
avamAdoavra, cic play ayiav évdrnta’ od Kadamep év Twocdiratc 
évérrvevoé re kal thdAnoe Kal evéoynoev, adda TeAKlwe évavOowmh- 
aavra, O yap Adyoc caps zyévero’ ov TpoTy UmoaTaG, OvOE peETa- 
Barey rhv Eavrod Sedryra cig avIowmdryTa, sic lav cuvevwoavra 
éautov aylav reAedryTa TE Kal SedTyTAa, cic yao tote Kiproc ‘Inoovc 
Xptordc, kal ov dbo, 6 avtbe Bede, 6 ad’toc Kiguoe, 6 avto¢g Baat- 
Ave’ waddura S2 TOV avrov év capKl, Kal dvaordvta, Kal aveASdvra 
gig TOVE OVPaVOde Ev aUTW TY GwWaTL EvddEWE KaioavTa év OcéLa 
tov Ilarpdc* toxduevoy év avry Ty owpmare év SdEy Koivar CovTac 
kal vexoovc’ ov tie BactAciac ovK tora TéAog. Kail eic TO Aytov 
IIvevpa torebopuev, 7d Aadjoav év TH vouw, Kal Knpb&av év Tole 
Toopytaic, kal katraPav émt tov lopdavnyv, AaAdovy év amoardAace, 
oikouv év aytoc’ ovTwe Od: miorevouev év ava, ore ort Lvevpa 
“Ayiov, IIvevua Ocov, UIvevua réAciov, Tvevpa mapakAnrov, akTl- 
oTov, ék Tov [larpdc ékrropevdpuevov, Kal é« Tou Yiov AauPavopevor, 
kal miorevdpevov. Lliorebouev cic lay KadoAukhy Kal arooroAKny 
"ExkAnolav’ kai cic tv Pamrioua petavotac’ Kai cic avaoraow vexpwr, 
kal plow dixalay Puyov Kal cwuatwr' kal cic Baoirslay ovoaverv’ 
kal cic Cwnv aimvov. Tove d: Aéyovrac, bre iv Tote, OTE OVK Hv O 
Yide, 7 76 Mvevpa 7o"Aytov, H, be 2 ovK Ovrwv eyévero, 7 & Eréoace 
VTooTasewe 7) OvVolac, PaoKkovTag tivat ToETTOV } aAXOiwTOV TOV 
Yidv rov Ocov, 7} ro" Aytov Lvevpa, robrove avabeuariZe 7 KaSoALK 
kal avooToAuK ExkAnota, ) pirnp vuwv te kal Huov’ Kal waALv 
avaveuatiCousv Tove (1 6moAoyovrTac avactacw vEKowY, kal Tacac 
Tac aipécec Tac Mn EK TaUTHE THE bpTIC TloTEWE OVoAaG.* 


SYMBOLUM S. BASILIT MAGNI. 
Ex Ascet, de Fide, §, 4. 


Tluoretbopev rolvuv cat 6uoroyoupev Eva pdvov adnBiwov Kal aya- 
Sov Osdv, cat [larépa wavroKxparopa, & ov ra Tavra, Tov Osov Kal 
latépa tov Kupiov nuwy kai Ozou "Inoov Xptorov. Kai eva rov povo- 
yeviy avTov Yiov Kigiov Kat Ozov Hyuwv Inoovv Xptordv, wovoy adn- 
Swwov, Oe ob ra wavra éyévero, TA TE dpara, Kal Ta adpata’ Kal év 
@) TA TAVTA GUVEGTHKEV® Oc év aDXH iv mode TOV Oxdv, Kal Osd¢ hy" 
kal peta Tavra, kara THY yoagry, ext THC Ye worn, kat Toi¢ av- 
Spwrowe suvaveoteapn’ O¢ év popoy Ocov vTapXwv, OVX apTayuov 

* The shorter Creed in §. 120. of this same Treatise, is nearly a recapitulation 

of the Nicene Creed. 
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nynearo TO ivat ica Oew, aAN EavTov éxévwos, Kal Oia THe &k Tap- 
Yévov yevencewc poppy SobrAov AaBwrv, Kal oxhpate ebpEedele we 
aviowToc, TavTa Ta sic aUTOV Kal Tepl aUTOUV yeyoaupéva eTWAHOWSE 
Kara Thy évroAny Tov Tlarpdc, yevdmevoe vahKoog péxpt Savarou, 
Savarov 6& otavpou’ Kal TH TolTH nusod evepOete &k VEKOWV KATA TAC 
yoapac, WPSn Toic aylore avTOU padyraic, Kal Tole AowToIc, WE ye 
yoaTra’ avé3n Te sic oveavode, Kal KaSnrat év OeEla Tov Tlarodc" 
bsev Eoxerar éwt ovvteAcia TOV aiwvoe TovTov avaocTioa Tavrac, 
kal amodouvat ExdoTy KaTa THY Tpaklv avrou’ Gre of piv Sikaror TpOG- 
AngOhoovra sic wiv aiwvov kat BaciActav ovpavear, of O& apap- 
tTwrol kataxoiOhoovrat cic KOAaow aiwviov, dTov 6 oKOANE avTov 
ov TeAeuTa, Kal TO Tv Ov ofsévvuTa. Kal tv udvov"Aytov Ivevua 
70 TlapaxAnrov, év w topoaytoOnuer tic uépav amodutpwoews TO 
Tvetua Tig adnOeiac, TO Tvetua THe viobeciac, éy ® KpaCouev, 
ABPa, 6 Taro: 76 Scatpovv, kal évepyouv Ta rapa Tov Gov xaol- 
opara, EKdoTy TpvE TO GuUdeoov we BobAETar TH SiddoKOV Kal UTO- 
MyvijoKov Tavra, doa av akovy Tapa Tov Yiov' 76 ayabov, 7d 66n- 
your sic wacav adnOaav, kat ornpilov mavtac Tove miorEbovTac 
modc Te yvwown adrnfh Kal axouBi, Kal AaToElav evoeBH, Kal ToOGKE- 
vnow mvevpatiKny, Kal adndn duoroylay Ozov Tarpoec, Kat rou po- 
voyevove Yiov avtov tov Kuoiov Kai O<ov juwv Inoov Xororov, Kat 
éauTOU’ ExdoToU OvduaToe TOU dvouaGopévonu THY LOLOTHTA Gapwe Hiv 
duvkpiwovvroc. Kai wept ixdorov rwv dvouaZouévwn TavtTwe TWoV 
eEaipérwv idiwdtwv evos Bac Sewpovpévwv’ Tov piv Tarpdg év tH 
iowmpare TOU Tlarodc, tov d& Yiov tv rq idudparte tov Yiov, rov oé 
“Aytov Ivebuaroe év re olkely iuéepate phte cov “Ayiov Ilved- 
pratoc ap Eavrov AaXovrToe, phre Tou Yiov ap éavrov tt TOLOvYTOC’ 
kal rou piv Iarpde téutovroe tov Yidv, tov d? Yiov méurovtoe 70 
"Aytov [vetpa. Ovtwe poovovpev, kal ovTwe BamriZouev cic rprada 
Omoovotov, KaTa THY évTOAy avTou TOU Kuoiou ipuev Inoov XoioTOd, 
eimévroc’ Topevbévrecg prabnreboare mavrTa Ta tSvn, BamriZovrec 
avrove ci¢ TO Ovoua Tov Tlarpo¢ Kal Tov Yiov Kal rov ‘“Ayiov Ivet- 
plato. 


SYMBOLUM FIDEI CONSTANTINOPOLITANUM. 
Ex Concil. Gen., ed. Bini. 


Promulgated by the Second General Council, held under Damasus 
at Constantinople, A. D. 381, and attended by 150 Bishops. 


Tliorevopuev sic Eva Ody, Ilarépa TayToKpaTopa, TOLNTHY OVpavoU 
Kal Ye, OoaTwv TE TAaVTWY Kai aooatwv. Kai cic Eva Képiov “Inoovy 
Xptorby, tov Yidv tov Ood tov povoyevi, Tov ék TOU Llarpdc¢ yev- 
yndévta TOD TavTWY THY aldvur’ Pog & PwToe, Osov alyswov 
tk Ocod adnSwov' yevyndévta, ov Tomvévta’ Opoovo.oy Tw [lazoé 
8’ ov ta Tavra zyévero" TOV OL pag Tobe avSpwmove Kal dia TH 
Hpetéoav owrnpiay KkatehSovra | ék TwY ovpavwr’ Kal capKkwivra 
2k [vedparoc ‘Aylou kat Maptac rie rap Hévov, kal tvavOpwrhoarra’ 

1 th etgerGrddthot.. Bpist4cihuide 
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oravowsévra TE UTip yuwy et Tovrtov MWiAdrov, cat waSdvra, kal 
tapévta, kal avastavra ry TpiTy Huéoa Kara Tac yoapac’ Kal aved- 
Odvra tic Tode ovpavode, Kai kaveCouevov %ek dsbuov Tov Ilatode’ 
kal Tadwy toxduevov pera OdEneo Kolvat Gwvrac Kat veKpove’ ov THC 
BaotAktag ovK tora TéA0c. Kat sig rd Iveta 76 “Ayiov, rd Kipiov, 
°70 Cworoidv, 70 &« Tov Ilatpdc éxrooevduevov, To adv Larpl Kat 
Yio * ovuprpookvvobusvoy Kal avvdoEaZoucvov, 7d AaAnoav dia TOV 
mpogoytwov. Eic pilav aylav caboduny kal arooroduKhy ’ExkxAnotav. 
‘Opodoyouper tv Barrioua sic dpeoty apaptusy. TpocdoKwpev ava- 
oraoly vexowy, Kal Gwijv tov méAXovroe alwvoc. "Api. 


SYMBOLUM AQUILIENSE, VEL RUFFINI. 
Inter Op. S. Cyprian. fere vulg. et exinde excerpt. 


Credo in Deum, Patrem omnipotentem: Et in Christum 
Jesum, unicum Filium ejus, Dominum nostrum; qui natus est 
de Spiritu Sancto ex Maria Virgine; crucifixus sub Pontio 
Pilato, et sepultus, descendit in inferna; tertio die resurrexit 
a mortuis; adscendit in ccelos, sedet ad dexteram Patris; 
inde venturus est judicare vivos et mortuos: Et in Spiritum 
Sanctum ; sanctam Ecclesiam Catholicam ; remissionem pec- 
catorum; hujus carnis resurrectionem. 


SYMBOLUM 8S. AUGUSTINI. 
Ex Lib. de Fide et Symbolo excerpt. 


Credimus in Deum, Patrem omnipotentem: Credimus etiam 
in Jesum Christum, Filium Dei unicum, Dominum nostrum ; 
qui natus est per Spiritum Sanctum ex Virgine Maria; sub 
Pontio Pilato crucifixus est, et sepultus; credimus etiam illum 
tertio die resurrexisse a mortuis; credimus in ccelum adscen- 
disse; credimus etiam, quod sedet ad dexteram Patris; credimus 
etiam inde venturum convenientissimo tempore, et judicaturum 
vivos et mortuos: Adjungitur confessioni nostre, ad perficiendam 
fidem que nobis de Deo est, Spiritus-Sanctus, non minore natura, 
quam Pater et Filius, sed, ut ita dicam, consubstantialis et co- 
aternus: Credimus et sanctam Ecclesiam, utoque catholicam ; 
ef remissionem peccatorum ; ef carnis resurrectionem.* 


SYMBOLUM MAXIMI TAURINENSIS. 
Ex edit. Theoph. Raynaud. excerpt. 


Credis in Deum, Patrem omnipotentem: Et in Jesum Chri- 
stum, Filium ejus unicum, Dominum nostrum ; qui natus est 


2 zy 3s£1a. Phot. Epist. i. §. 4. 370 nat. Ibid. 4 meorxvvoupeevov. Ibid. 
* Other Symbola might be extracted from the four Sermons, De Symbolo ad Catechu- 
menos, and some of the Sermons de Tempore, generally included in St. Augustin’s' 
Works ; but as they are of doubtful credit, and often inexplicitly set forth, they have 


been omitted. 
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de Spiritu Sancto ex Maria Virgine; qui sub Pontio Pilato 
crucifixus est et sepultus ; tertia die resurrexit a mortuis; ad- 
scendit in coelum; sedet ad dexteram Patris; inde venturus 
judicare vivos et mortuos: Et in Spiritum Sanctum; sanctam 
Ecclesiam ; remissionem peccatorum ; carnis resurrectionem. 


SYMBOLUM EUSEBII GALLICANI. 
Ex Bibhoth, Patr. Lat. t. v. par. 1. excerpt. 


Crede in Deum Patrem omnipotentem. Credo et in Filium 
ejus, Dominum nostrum, Jesum Christum ; qui conceptus est 
de Spiritu Sancto, natus ex Maria Virgine; crucifixus et se- 
pultus ; tertia die resurrexit; adscendit ad ccelos; sedet ad 
dexteram Dei Patris omnipotentis ; inde venturus judicare de 
vivis et mortuis.* Credo in Spiritum Sanctum ; sanctam EKc- 
clesiam catholicam; sanctorum communionem; remissionem 
peccatorum; carnis resurrectionem ; vitam eternam. 


— 


SYMBOLUM CASSIANI. 
Ex |. vi. c. 4. de Incarn. Domini. 


Credo in unum verum solum Deum, Patrem omnipotentem, 
Creatorem omnium visibilium et invisibilium creaturarum: Et 
in Dominum nostrum Jesum Christum, Filium ejus unigenitum, 
et primogenitum totius creature, ex eo natum ante omnia se- 
cula, et non factum, Deum verum ex Deo vero, homoousion 
Patri, per quem et secula compaginata sunt, et omnia facta ; 
qui propter nos venit, et natus est ex Maria Virgine, et cruci- 
fixus sub Pontio Pilato, et sepultus ; et tertia die resurrexit se- 
cundum Scripturas, et in ccelos adscendit; et iterum veniet ju- 
dicare vivos et mortuos. Et reliqua. 


SYMBOLUM PETRI CHRYSOLOGI. 
Ex edit. Theoph. Raynaud, excerpt. ** 


Credo in Deum, Patrem omnipotentem: Et in Jesum Chri- 
stum, Filium ejus unicum, Dominum nostrum; qui natus est 
de Spiritu Sancto ex Maria Virgine; qui sub Pontio Pilato 
crucifixus est, et sepultus; tertia die ! resurrexit; adscendit 2 
in ceelos ; sedet ad dexteram Patris ; inde venturus est judicare 
vivos et mortuos. Credo in Spiritum Sanctum; *sanctam Ec- 
clesiam catholicam ; *et remissionem peccatorum; carnis re- 
surrectionem; *vitam °aternam. 

* judicare vivos et mortuos. Hom. i. 
1 resurrexit a mortuis, serm, 3. 2 ad. serm. 2. 5. 
3 et sanctam Ecclesiam. serm. 2. 3. in sanctam Ecclesiam. serm. 6. 


4 Deest et serm. 3. 5 Deest vitam azternam. serm. 5. 
6 wternam., Amen. serm. 3. 
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SYMBOLUM VENANTII HONORII FORTUNATI. 
Ex Boblioth. Patr. Lat. t. vi. par. 2. excerpt. 


Credo in Deum, Patrem omnipotentem: Et in Jesum Chri- 
stum; qui natus est de Spiritu Sancto ex Maria Virgine; cru- 
cifixus sub Pontio Pilato; descendit ad infernum ; tertia die 
resurrexit ; adscendit in ccelum; sedet ad dexteram Patris. 
Credo in Sancto Spiritu; sanctam Ecclesiam ; remissionem 
peccatorum ; resurrectionem carnis. 


SYMBOLUM ALCUINI. 
Ex hb. de Divinis Officis, c. 41. excerpt. 


Credo in Deum, Patrem omnipotentem: In Jesum Christum, 
Filium ejus unicum, Dominum nostrum ; qui conceptus est de 
Spiritu Sancto ; natus ex Maria Virgine; passus sub Pontio 
Pilato; crucifixus, mortuus, et sepultus; descendit ad in- 
ferna; tertia die resurrexit; adscendit ad ccelos; sedet ad 
dexteram Dei Patris omnipotentis; venturus judicare vivos et 
mortuos. Credo in Spiritum Sanctum; sanctam Ecclesiam 
catholicam ; sanctorum communionem; remissionem pecca- 
torum ; carnis resurrectionem ; vitam eternam. 


SYMBOLUM ETHERII UXAMENSIS. 
Ex Biblioth. Patr. Lat. t. viii. 


Credimus in unum Deum, Patrem omnipotentem; factorem 
ceeli et terre, visibilium omnium et invisibilium conditorem: 
Et in unum Dominum Jesum, Filium Dei unigenitum, ex Patre 
natum ante omnia secula; Deum ex Deo, lumen ex lumine, 
Deum verum ex Deo vero; natum, non factum; homoision 
Patri, hoc est, ejusdem cum Patre substantie ; per quem 
omnia facta sunt, que in ceelo, et que interra; qui propter nos 
et propter nostram salutem descendit; et incarnatus est de 
Spiritu Sancto et Maria Virgine; homo factus; passus sub 
Pontio Pilato; sepultus; tertia die resurrexit; adscendit in 
ceelos; sedet ad dexteram Patris; iterum venturus est in glo- 
ria judicare vivos et mortuos; cujus regni non erit finis. 
Credimus et in Spiritum Sanctum, Dominum et vivificatorem ; 
ex Patre et Filio procedentem ; cum Patre et Filio adorandum 
et glorificandum; qui locutus est per prophetas: In unam 
catholicam atque apostolicam Ecclesiam. Confitemur unum 
baptismum in remissione peccatorum. Exspectamus resurrec- 
tionem mortuorum; vitam futuri seeculi. Amen. 


INDEX 


OF THE 


TEXTS OF SCRIPTURE. 


*,® The References distinguished thus (*) have not been inserted in any former edition. 


GENESIS. 
Page. 
ial a 
13959. Aa 20% 84 
5s 395 
OTT. 80 
26*. 177 
28. 50. 208. 251 
31, 85. 96 
Taal 63. 84. 94 
Sad 79 
4. 39 
tie 79 
7.19. 84 
lll. 15*. 303 
15*. 260 
15; 16; 242 
19. 84, 562* 
iver. 444, 540* | 
26. 172 
Vers 44. 50. 208 
vi. 6. 101 
vii. 11. 94 
xii. 5. 267 
xill. 8. . 267 
15. 223 
xiv. 18—20, 22. 26 
19, 20. 146 
XV once 224: 
6. 24, 
XVils 1s 436 
4*, 169 
XViliei; 2. 531 
12. 220 
14. male 
255 442 
xx. 6, 542 
Xe. 194 
Xxil. 2*, 12*. 16*. 211 
6. 303 
18. 126*. 242 
XX1V. 221 
67. 131 
XXvl. 3. 223 
KXvilil. 10. 131 
455 264 
18. 423 
xxix. 12, 267 
17. 133 


Page. 
MX Xadiy, 2. 41 
Xxx1. 35. 221 
Xxxili. 8. 921 
xxxv. 18. 542 
KXXVil. 35. 352 
XXXvill, 17, 18.20. 494 
XXXIx. 2. 221 
6. 133 
xl. 9. 407 
xli. 40, 42, 43. 414 
xlii. 10. 221 
Ose 342 
38 352 
xliv. 5. oon 
18. 406 
xlv. 2. 542 
xlix. 8. 10. 125, 146 
f119. 439, 440 
eal. 542 
EXODUS. 
DeiGgelG. 389 
tis 26 11 
3*. 589 
14. 189, 223 
a5. 222 
iv. 1. 16. 30, 31. 11 
22; 40 
Vi. 3. 220" 
3*, 4*. 564 
4, 564 
xii. 2. 400 
46. 304 
Xili. 2. 265 
xiv. 31. 9 I 5 
ewe ds 562 
Sr 226 
xv. 18. 66 
XVI. Ds 398 
xvii. 15. 198. 226 
xix. 9. 24 
99, 145 
XX. de on 
a la fr a 
Xxie 2. 4, 221 
6. 186 
Xxil. 31. 527 
EXIVe: Ds 145 


Page. 

xxiv. 13. 116 

Xxvill. 38. 526 

Xxxi. 13. 401 

We 72 

18*, 14 

XXxiv. 33. 335 

34. 474, 475 

xl. 15. 141 
LEVITICUS. 

iv. 3*. 123 
3. 5. 16. 141, 142 
20. 543 

v. 15. 526 

vi. 22. 142 

viii. 12. 155 

STi 419 

x. 4. 267 

xi. 44, 44, 526* 

XVI 9. 405 

xix. 3. 44, 526* 

28. 351 

KXi ve 44, 52* 

DO. EE Ie 351 

41. 350 

xxii. 4, . 350 

xxiii. 10—12. 391 

xxv. 42, Coan 

48. 458 

48, 49, 1138 

XXix. 4. 351 
NUMBERS. 

ili. 3. 122 

iv. 47. 143 

Veute ODL 

vi. 6. 350, 351 

xiii, 16. 105 

xiv. 19, 543 

xvi. 30. 80 

XViil. 16. 266 

mix. 11,13. 350% S54 

Xx. 9. 303 

xxii. 28. 35. 12 

xxiil. 5. 12 

19, fh 

Xxiv. 9. 305 


“BOP 
DEUTERONOMY. 


Page. 
lv. 35. 34. 36 
Wael. 400 
OT) 937 
vi. 4. 217. 226. 228 
4, 5. 37 
11. 336 
13*. 917 
vill. 5. 44, 
Kis 436 
14. 65 
ike. 26. 65 
XV. 1, 2. 542 
17. 186 
Xvill. 18.* 130 
Xxi. 11. 133 
Opa By 314. 332 
xxiv. 15. 63 
xxvii. 26. 314, 315* 
XXxil. 4. 7 
6. 40) 
39. 36 
XXxlil. 2. 526 
a 529 
6. 582 
26. 477 
XXXiv. 6. 264 
JOSHUA. 
ee 116 
iil. 11. 13. 65 
Weld: 116 
5 eyes CS ES 117 
94. 422 
xvill. 1*. 501 
JUDGES. 
fii. 9. 15. 411 
Weal ¢. 419 
20. 102 
vi. 24. 198, 226 
viil. 18. 135 
19. 389 
ix. 9. 152 
RUTH. 

120; 21. 68 
i. 14. 131 
lil. 3. 152 
alse 335 

4 SAMUEL. 
li. 3. 6 
6. 352 
i. 7./24. 10 
ix. 15. 10 
x. 24. 586 
Rive) LO. 289 
xv. 1. 141 
29. A 
3). 265 
xwi. 12. 141 
13. 150. 422 
14. 464 
xvii. 32, Q21 


i Pe = 
e 


INDEX OF 
Page. 
Xvil. 47. 107 
xvili. 18, 536 
XXV, One 586 
XXVli. 9. 389 
12 QA 
Xxix. 4. 113. 545 

2 SAMUEL. 
ii. 4. 151. 422 
Witcrs 151 
vi. 23. 265 
vil. 12*, 16*. 242 
16. 233. 421 
Xvi. 10. 68 
xxi. 6. 368 
16. 542 
Xxiil. 2. a2 
1 KINGS. 
¥.53. 152 
39, 40. 152 
li. 19. 418 
Verd Ds 536 
vill. 53. 12 
xiv. 18. 19 
Evil. 4. 6. 102 
29% 565 
Mix. 10, 16. 142 
KX: Ol. 589 
2 KINGS. 

i. 2. 412 
9—11. 193 
iv. 565 
16. 477 
EVI. 2. 961 
xvii. 1. 105 
14, 23 
DA 565 
XVili. 2. 261 


1 CHRONICLES. 


iil. 1—3, &e. 211 

24. 439 
xxiii. 13. 146 
xxiv. 5. 526 
XXvil. 20. 105 
Sx. 14,12. 65 


2 CHRONICLES. 


vi. 30. 37 
saMhis A205 ile 464: 
rey CP 431 
20. 25 
EZRA. 
ili. 12. 127 
NEHEMIAH. 
vill. 8. 125 
AX. 100 
6. 70 
QM 115 
x, 29, PEN AS VS was 


JOB. 

Page. 
Vavtis aya 
14. 187 
vill. 3. 68 
Kikoe 103 
10. 187 
xii. 28. 187 
xiv. 4*, 954 
Xvil. 14.16. 55d 
xix. 23*—26. 562 
26. 568 
xxl. 15. 63 
XXil. 3. 68 
RVI Ve 75 
13. 471 
XXVili. 26. 75 
xXx}. 2, 68 
Xxxvill. 7. 4, 75 
7. 28. 39 
<li. t, 2. 4352 
De. 8 

PSALMS. 
ATs, 2erOuny 6 381 


6. 147 
%. 207*. 260. 390* 


8. 136. 234. 521 
nee 200 
6. 162 
vii. 8 406 
vill. 5. 101 
4*, 101 
5,0". 930 
xvi. 2. 67 
SS 529 

9, 10. 330. 350 

10. 379*, 381 

11. 418 
XVill. 2. tf 
; 5. 368 
31. 36 

xix. 1. 100 
XXi. 205 
7. 439 
KXile Le 1, Ge 10. Lowe stop 
14. 289 

GWir 305 
XPV Gee 102 
xxv. 18. 542 
Xxvil. 13. 319 
OX ed i 6 Da2 
29: 939 
Snide 543 
XXXili. 6. 178 
xxxv. 23. 200 
XXx1x. 9, 68 
xis, Ge 186 
xlii. 5. 200. 288 
xliv. 1. ae 
xlv. 7. 149*, 498 
xlvili. 5. 289 
8. 513 

xlix. 3. 200 
| li. 10. 80 


TEXTS OF SCRIPTURE. 


Page. 

Iviti. 11. 442 
ixit. 1 200 
2. 37 
Ixiii. 9. 344, 345 
Ixv. 2. A777 
Ixviii. 18, 406 
Ixix. 21. 135 
Bee 586 

Ixx. 13. 200 
Ixxi. 19. 406 
bonis 136 
ake 32 
Ixxiii. 2. 456 
Ixxvi. 1, 2. 520 
Ixxviii. 3. 97 
32 24 

36. 44. 477 
laxxi.l6*. 477 
lexxiis, 6. 191 
6*. 162 
Ixxxili. 18. 294, 1222* 
Ixxxiv. 3. 200 
xxixix. 0. 7. 529 
a hs 65 

20. £51 

SO we. 168 
XCill. 3. 563 
4. 406 

xclv. 9, 10. 86 
xcy. 7*. 105 
xcvil. 5. 65. 218” 
9. 202 

ciil. 13. 44, 
clv. 3, 4. 75 
24, 31. 100 

oaks 67 

cvi. 16. 529 
Cxal. 136:.229: 232. 
414. 416. 420. 425 

9. O52 

4A. 143*. 145*. 445* 

We 931. 291. 328 
CEV. oF. 88 
15. 79 
cry. 3s 288, 289* 
6. 107 

10. 18 
cxix. 66. 24 
(ar 101 

cxxl. 2. 79 
Do. 103 
cxxix. 3. 243*. 287* 
cxxx..7*, 589 
Cxxxil. 12. 491 
CXxxiil. 2. 159 
CXxxvi. 2. 26 
3. 65 

exxxix. 15. 344, 345 
15216. 556 

cxlv. 10, 11. 100 
nISF 66 
cxlvi. 5, 6. 102 
exlyii. 5. @ 
29. 520 


Page. 
exlviii. 2—5. 13. 100 
8. 102 
Gulixetels 529 
PROVERBS. 
vill. 22, 23. 88 
23. 183 
23, 30. 177 
25s 168 
xiv. 12. 368 
Xvi. 4. 67, 100 
Gate 368 
xx. 8. 420 
Xx. 4, 70. 206* 
ECCLESIASTES. 
iii, 24°. 569 
vil. 16. 289 
xii. 1. 79 
14. 445. 450 
CANTICLES. 
ieee 119 
lil. 5, 119 
iv. 5. 128. 278 
vill. 1. 273 
4. 119 
ISATAH. 
1p2 73.102 
9. 63 
24. 222 
21,42 136 
3, 4 155 
vii. S 190 
S: 63 
vil.14. 129,.251*.261.269* 
viii. 8. 130 
13, 14. 225 
18. 46 
Ee On as 118 
6. 198. 279. 469 
CWia 147 
Kiel AV L105 128 
6. 155 
xi. 10 126.137 
xii. 2*. 218 
xiii. 6. 69 
xiv. 27. 431 
xvi. 1. 156 
ae 420 
xvi. 7. 79 
xxii. 14. 10. 542. 582 
xxiv. 18. 278 
16. 508 
KXXlli. 14*, 588 
xxxv. 4, 10. 118 
XXXVill. 11. 319 
18. 305 
side 28 
125 70 
25. 188 
26. 28. 102, 103 
xli. 4. 188 


603 

Page. 

xli. 16. 526 

shits 1. Ae 130 

5. 79 

Dy Os 98 

Kits 12, 7 79 

xliv. 6. 354. 188 

8. 36 

9A, 40 

xlv. 5. 79 

5, 6. 18. 21; 22° 936 

EEE 98 

ok 98 

9. 68 

eae 63. 79, 178 

18. 79 

xlvi. 3. 40 

ys 188 

xlviii. 12. 54. 188 

13. 102.178 

TON. 472 

xlix. 23. 138 

Hie. 336 

lii. 13 132 

li. 2, 3 133. 185 

Dds De 131. 133 

Oe 288 

3. 5. 154, 135 

3—). At te 

Dy Oc 543 

6. 118. 290* 

7,8. 135 

45 Se, hO 319 

8, 9. 330 

9, 13G.doceso 

10. 281 

2s 135 

liv, 16, 17. 103 

liGepey 382 

lvii. 11 ATT 

xt. 138 

ixag 4 141. 150* 

Ixit. 37. 118 

16. 40 

Ixv. 6. 582 

AZ. 80 

Ixvi. 1. 73. 410* 

14. 575 
JEREMIAH. 

1D. 143 

xed Os 52 

12; 99 

xviii. 16, 66 

xxill. 6. 424. 226 

24, 73 

xxvii. 5. 100. 178 

Xxx. 9. 422 

ot. 440 

xxxi, 22. 260 

XEXI. os 80 

Xxxill. 15, 16. 226 

16. 198* 

ar.*5. 526 

iMG, 99 


604 


LAMENTATIONS. 
Page. 
1 6. 225 
12. 290 
EZEKIEL. 
1 2A. 179 
Wil tele ta Grd Os 555 
xxxiv. 23, 24. 233. 422 
XXxvil. 24, 25. 429 
xliv. 2. 263 
xlvili. 35. 198 
DANIEL. 
li. 4*, 328 
47. 26 
lil. 9*, 328 
lv. 35. 35. 431 
y. 23. 65 
Vil. 7. 289 
OF A3F. 22%. 70 
10*. 450 
13. 409*. 439, 440 
13, 14. 233. 439 
Toa 22. So. 529 
vill. 13. 527 
14. 26. 395 
17. 289 
ix. 26. 124 
xi. 36. 26 
xii. 2. 563. 569. 572* 
Ne 66 
HOSEA. 
5 ee 105 
7. 225 
ill. 5. 422 
Vi. 136 
po ele 136 
xii, 14. 425. 576 
JOEL. 
i. 20 549 
ii, 50. 345 
32. 227 
AMOS. 
iv. 13. (he, 
JONAH. 
i. 17. 391 
lists 396 
10. 102. 391 
i, 2". 391 
MICAH. 
Ried Se 404*. 407* 
lv. 1. 126 
4. 420 
5. 66 
13. 65 
vi. 4. 258 
HAGGAI. 
i 3: 127 
Ose. 126 


13. 351 


INDEX OF 
ZECHARIAH. 
Page. 
ii. 10, 11. 297 
Ave v. 131. 305 
14. 65 
vi. 5. 65 
ix. 9. 278. 439* 
> Gd bee 226 
xi, 12. oO 
xii. 10. 135. 278, 305. 
491 
xili. 2) 139. 155 
xiv. 5. 527 
MALACHI. 

i. 6. 43 

abi he 137 
11. 10. 39 
13. 223 

ili. 1. 126. 228. 930*. 278 

iv. 2*. 117 
D3 144 

St. MATTHEW. 

i.1. 107. 129. 242 
16. 18. 250 
17. 95 
18. 262. 269 
18. 20. 251 
18. 23 262 
90. 199 
21. 108*. 114. 549* 
aie 130. 224 
TO Rs 109, 197 
25. 264 

lied. 161 
4—6. 129 
4, 5. 274 
15. 299 

iis. 228, 229 
4. 28 
12. 514. 581 

15. 542 
16. 150*.153*. 481 
Gan ee 151, 152 
17. 46. 118* 

Wao". 515 
10. BT. 217 

ve. 540 
23, 24. 545 
24. 542 
33. 229 
44, 45. 44. 

vi. 8. 43 

19" 542 
13. 457 
D1. 412. 590 
24. ot 
vile 4, 542 
4. 16. 28 
o> ine 43 
24, 25. 512 
29. 130 
viii. 13. 


Page. 

viil. 15*, 542 
20. 154 
OOF. 404 

27. 119 
1Xer2. 0, 231 
Die 274 
38. Oot 

x. 8. 152 
16. 25. 946 
20. 484 
24. 231 
28. 321. 356. 570. 580 
29, 30. 557 
52. 18 
BY 119 
40. 477 
xl. J—5. 131 
10. 228 
19*, 245 
25. 65 
xii. 6, 8. 231 
23. 129. 274 
28. 184 
31, 32. 470 
34. 17 
38. 391 
40. 330. 393 
46. 266 
50, 43 
xili. 24. 30. 47. 514 
27 221 

30. 39. 47,48. 448 

35. 28 

39. 575 

os ive 

a. 134. 257. 267 

56. 178 

xiv. 34. 36. 152 
XVa22. 274: 
24, 1357 
xvi. 16. 199. 210* 
18. 195. 503. 507.512 

OAT 593 

97. 231. 440*. 448 

28. 148. 423. 440 
xvii. 4*, 589 
Js 46. 156 

18. 28 

23. 395 
XViil. 2. 581 
10. 532 

Aves 523 

90*. 512 

25, &e. 221 

DE 542 

Xx. 17. 85 
DA hes 542 

28. 41. 449* 

xxe 8. 221 
167% 515 

19. 393 

28. 113. 326. 546 

50. 274 

30, 31. 199 


TEXTS OF SCRIPTURE. 605 


; Page. Page. Page. 
xxl. 4, 5. ag || dee dies ZAD NN Thee. 256. 262 
9. F 129 233 165 ai, 108. 950. 269* 

15. 974 15. 24 32, 33. 233. 422 

30. 221 lin 2° 165 32. 69. 27 4 

Dilis 117 26. 293 34. 250 

33, &c. 54 lil. 28*, 29*. 541 35. 49, 150. 153*. 
xxi, 10. 514 Wait. 29. 131 161*. 472 
99*, 31*, 32%. 564 41,42. 565 BBY tte 251 
32%. 574, vi. 2. 1354 oT. 430 

42, 128.274 | viii. 32. 393 44, 269. 272* 
43—45, 229 38. 526 48. 272 
xxiv. 3. 440 | ix. 12. 276 57. 270 
31. 34. 41. 46. 450 17525; 24. 91 69. 114 

46. 581. 31. 393 69. 71. 118 

xxv. 10. 19. 21. 30. 38. 120 70. 12. 400 
31—33. 448, 449 44, 369 76. 1228,,.229 

11; 523 46*, 581 7677 7*. 548 

Sl. 526. |) XauG: 28 78. 255 

aoe 4.50. 574 o7*, 430 il, 4. 274 
34*, 156 34, 393 4.11. 129 

34. 41. 573. 580 | xii: 35. 128 5—7. 269 

41. 46. 369 36. 229 10, 11. 118 
Xxvi. 2. 306 |F xilie 9: 293 At: 109. 229 
15. 135 19. 28 52.22, 23) 229 

28. 112. 544 35. 221 oe 104. 229, 395 

37, 38. 288 xiv. 3. 8. 334 DR ake 266 

38. 244, 288 33. 288 27. 33. 48. 250 

o8*, 39*. 289 oar, 35*. 289 30. 114 

56. 542 36. 199 46. 395 

63. 160 49, 178 48. 165 

64. 441. 447 58. 393 51. 134. 165* 

66. 541 61, 202 23 945 
XXVIII. 335 62. 418 | iii. 2. 293 
18, 19, 298 64. 297 4. 229 

19>: 462 XV. 335. 335 15. 123 

93* 447 boy 298 17 581 
ZOuols 506 CH bc 135 oO eos 145, 144 

37". 828 30*. 318 23. 250 

39. 43. 46. 48. 135 34. 199 38. 39.163 

46*, $25 Ole 542 iv. 14. 165 

50*. 542 Da ooe 323 18. 150*. 498 

52. 529 40. 257. 267 OA Vee OX 143 

54. 3351 42. 397398. lt Ving tet Ge 132 

56. RTT PASTE 43*; 1356 36. 45 

59*. 334 44. fs 6) 46. 68 

60*, 535, 336 44, 45. SVE vil. 12. 14, 15. 565 

62. 397 46. 334, 335* 41, 42. 352 

63-6 991.393 | xvi. 1. 267. 334 | viii 55. 565 

64. 418 AD 398 ixseee 393 
XXVlll. 1. 268. 398 De 336 26. 19. 526 
9—4*,9*, 11*. 383 15. 521 49. 120 

6. 220 AW 132 Xa oe 229 

14. 293 19. 193. 416 16. 477 

18. 2351. 421, 19, 20. 220 19. 132 

422*, 436* ile 99 

18, 19. 47 St. LUKE. 39. 42. 156 

18. 20. 156 | i. 5*. O59" | exrue. 43 

19. 137. 481. 509 6. 9. 15. 25. 46. 229 15*; 497 

19, 20. 512 13257. 161 Cie 269 

20. 198. 265 Sa e2 102, oo. 42, 542 
146,147 | xii, 5. 64. 436 

St. MARK. , 15. 166 42. 220 

iis 549 £52170.35. 143, 144 | xiii, 1. 298 


G9 


229 23". 395 28. 372 


606 


Page. 

xiv. 14. 573 

26. 119 

xv. 10. 532 

Xvi. 9. 587 

13. 921 

16. 116 
Go. O3*, 372; 373 

29, 31. 115 

Sie 367 
xvil. 3*, 542 
O35: 589 
Xvill. 31. 282 
Sey 393 

38*, 129 

Nike Oe 148 
xx. 35, 36. 41 
36. 162 
44. 229 
xxil. 20. 326 
20. 218 

42. 9435 
44%, 289 

69. 417, 418 
Xxill. 2. 311 
TALE: 298 

24. 306 

31*, 292 

34. 326 

39. 315 

46. 244. 321. 326 

53a*, 334, 535 

54. 397, 398 
xxiv. 1. 334, 399 
5*. 404 

7. 46. 393 

25. 26. 218 

26. 291 

OG 116 

34. 220 

37. 39. 385 

39 1243. 571,572" 
41—44*, 385 

46. 155 

47, 521. 548. 553 

49. USYA 

50, 51. 408 

St. JOHN. 

1045 49, 193* 
135; 230 
i—3. 177 
3.10 G4, 471 
See, 183 
4,5. 184 
G8, 12*,13"..18%. 183 
9. 117. 423* 

12; 46. 62*, 80* 
13. 253. 256 
14.31. 185*. 198, 246* 

964* 
14. 16. 153 
T5n 27. 167 
16. 530 
w IF 117 


INDEX OF 

Page. 
i. 18. 13. 112. 144 
19—21 123, 124 
23. 229 
34. 144 
41. 121 
49. 160 
49, 50. 49 
ii. 12. 266 
, 19. 393, 571 
19. 21, 29*. 388 
22. 16 
iii. 1. 10 333 
ep 131. 145 
Lage 491 
5, 6. 183 
Or. 497 
14. 303 
13. 345. 386*. 407 
16. 119. 218. 469*, 
489, 544.* 

17. 112 © 
26. 144. 
51. 166. 202 
43. 40 
ivan. 220 
11. 221 
25. AQ. 123 
Vets 221 
18. 46 
18,19. 26. 204: 
19*. 99 
19. 26. 30. Of, 52 
on; 388 
I}. Bes. 217 
QD D5. 27 44.6 
24, 458. 585 
26. 50. 131 
Q7. 231 
28. 569. 574, 575 
29. 573 
33. 36 144 
45, 46. 115 
46, 47. 17 
Vie 23 220 
24. 168 
82, 33. 38. 51). 166 
58. 236 
39. 575 
BT. 50.52. oaae3D* 
58*, 59 
62. 164. 410 
69. 91. 160. 210* 
vil. 27.31.40, 41. 123 
29. 50. 54. 205 
31. 131 
55, 34. 168 
38. 498 
39. 462 
41, 42. 129 
vill. 12. 191 
21. 58. 168 
By 345 
51. 588 
57*, 59*. 169 


Page. 

Ixy 22. 121 
35. 38. 21 
36. 38. ap dik 
Keke 326 
AGS. 389 
18. o22 
20. 437 
30. 38*. 206 
34—36. 162 
35, 36. 49. 162* 
37, 38. 41. 144 
xine dc 257 
Ds 220 

24. 575 
O5*s $89. 563 
27. 160 
39. 43, 44. 565 
42. 152 
44, 334, 335 
211,20. 138 
Qi, 221 
26. 168 
$1. 64. 423 
age 412 
36—41 190 
xilie |S, 231 
13. 199 
25". 373 
35. 510 
xiv. 1. 104 
2*, 3. 4441 

3. 168 
3. 28. 440 

8. 53 

9. 168 

AQ. 132 
Ts 119 
16. 492 
16*.26*. 492 
os 531 
26. 13. 465. 467*, 
480. 481. 484. 

490* 

28. 50. 54, 204.* 
30. 64 
Sik 326 
XVeuloe 119. 326 
15. 15 
26. 467. 480—484*, 
499* 

26, 27. 384*, 465 
2. 168 
xvi. 7. 413.492 
7, 8.13, 14. 465 
7*,14*, 481 
7.13, 14 467 

1161 64 
13*. 490. 521 
£3, 30. 2 as 
15 204: 
Qagies 166 
28*. 206 
30. 191 
xvile'2. 114 


TEXTS OF SCRIPTURE. 


Page. 

ii. 36. 229, 230. 416*. 
4292 

38. 47. 549 
$8.41,42.47. 503,504 
41,42.44,47. 157.507 
44, 45. 525 
47. 522 
te 15. 935 
18. 282 
18522. 506 
19. 229. 548 

COTA 441 
20*, 22. 124 
%6. 147*, 197 

vee 4. 137 
ig. 111. 226. 522 
QAP 27 *, 98 
2%, 23. 281. 381 
32. 504 
a3. 383 

Val, pare es 476 
6. 338 

14.: 187. 157*2504 
30. 315. 323 

3 Fe 927 28552 
S123). 114 
32. 469 

VES 1. 7. 157 
Aly 136 115 
vii. 18, 19. 200 
19. 389 
35. 115 
37*, 124 
38. 14, 
44*, 45. 105 
48. 202 
56*. 418 
vin 1. 21, 22. 506 
2. 338 

5. 35 193 
TOmaG. 47 
52. 326 
36. 200 
56, 37. 17.47 
38. 505 

xe) 1. 220 
AOrd Odile de 290 


Page. 

xvii. 3. 26. 36. 61 
5. 88 
8.29. 206* 
8. 14. 144 

20. 13 
20—235. 530 
24. 168 

xviil. 30, 31. 297 

56. 117 *7492* 
ies 147 
XIks. Os 199 
Ts. 298 
a DUR 312 
14, 31*. 42. 398 
a We ye ee 306 
19*, 311 
23504. 28. 155 
Zs 257. 268 
30%, 520. $80 
Sal 332, 398* 
39, 40. 333 
40*, 334 

exe 1. 399 
2, 16..20..25¢ 220 
6,7. 334. 
7*, 335 

12: 383 
15. Pa 
1 fA 45, 210*. 407 
19. 26 400 
21. DS 
21, 22. 498 
23%. 523 
2. 135 
ARCH a 307 
AL ae 385 
28. 198. 230 
29 200*, 411 
Bytks 16. 160 
4 a 220 
SY: 131 
ACTS. 

i. de oo. 193 
ee 408 
Bute. 383 
ts 64 
9—11; 408, 409 

at. 440, 448 
i 503 

iss YALA 1. 400 
as 138 
Te 157* 

23. 281. 323 
24*, 368 
95—27. 30.31, 346 
25. 30. 229 
LG 343 
50. 274 
29—31. 382 
52. 386 
34. 36. 13 

54—36. 416 


2, 21. 157 
14, 20*, 21. 513 
20. 193 
21*, 157 
Si. 137.505 
37. 338 
19, 464. 
19*, 20. 466 
22. 526 
36. 200. 229. 234: 
38*, 150 
39. 315 
40. 393 
40*, 41. 384 
42. 451 
48. AT 


Page. 

xl. 16, 21. 229 

16. 24. 220 

20. 193 

26. 157*, 505 

x11. 12. 257 

xiii, 1.15, 506 

95 464. 466 

6. 105 

23. 109 

32, 33. 49 

=a} 390*. 402 

38. 552 

38, 39. 548 

39. 116 

44, 14 

47, &c. 220 

52. 498 

xiv. 21. 257 

xv. 9. 528 

ati 229 

PAN 115 

xvis 5. 505 

14. 490 

16. Ot. 

31. 193 

xvii. 2,3. 154 

on Q77 

3.18. 193 

18. 555 

24. 65. 73 

95.28. 70 

Dis 229 

Di nees 32, 33 

28. 89. 557* 

31. 445. 448. 566. 

575 

Xvill. 5. 28. 154. 

xix 2. 461 

3*, 462 

4. 193 

5. 47 

9, 25. VA 

13. 120. 195 

32. 39. 41. 504 

SK 400 

28. 195. 216. 283. 

495. 547* 

xxi. 20. 137 

VA Us 1145 

xxil. 16. 550 

Xxlil. 6. 564 

8. 461 

xxiv. 5*, 157 

15. 573. 578 

15,16. 576 

20*, 21. 564 

25. 443 

xxv. 9, 293 

xxvyi. 18. 535 
ROMANS. 

Byhekl «4: 184 

3. 242. 974 

3*, 4*, 234 


Page. 

13984:, 162. 284. 390*. 
402. 489 

PRR 229 
10. 403 
16 112 
20 27. 37*. 99 
99. 202 
TD. 445 
5. 16. 457 
15. 32. 442 
Do 22 
29. 116. 474 
lil. 4*, 7 
20—22 116 
24,25. 196, 544* 
TVenO. 23 
19. 16. 373 
15. 539 
Ly: 80 
20, 21. 437 
Dns OR ONS 402 
vay 543 
v. 5. 493 
8 119.218.326.546* 

8, 9. 113 
10. 1135. 327. 545 
127. 453 
14. 17. 4.24. 
91. 423 
vil. 3. 320 
4. 337. 404 

5. 403 

5, 6. 316 

6. 13.16. 19. 235 
9*, 584 
12%. 423 
23”: 588 
vil. 6. 47 4 


viii, 3. 60%, 185.254, 403 
9. 483. 497. 531 


ti: 561. 570 
14. 26, 27.34. 4914 
14. 494 
15. 42 
15—17. 494, 
17*, 45 
18. 590 
26 464 
27. 466 
29. 45 
32. 46.210*. 218. 327 
33, 34. 403. 429 
34. 146. 418 
ix. 5, 26.201, 202. 248* 
21. 66 
29. 63 
33. 225 
Xin, B10. 18 
9) 46.43. 207 
9, 12. 229 
10. 17 
12. 238 
17%, 17 


xi. 14, 


INDEX OF 

Page. 
xl. 16. 391 
36. 67. 100 
Rie 2: 175 
Sills ete 156 
xiv. 6—8, 229 
6.8. 14. 929 
25 8. 236 
9. 231. 329. 448. 
452. 566 
10. 449, 574 
a kif, 498 
KVeu Oc 116 
11. 229 
18. 138 
19. 472 
xvi. 2.8.11—13. 22. 229 
4, 5. 505, 506 
6. 257 
16. 195 
25. 193 

1 CORINTHIANS. 
Lev: 184 
DR 506. 513. 528 
By 2299 
9. 531 
23. 140 
30. Qa 
li. 4. 140 
8. 991. 235. 283 
10, 11. 464, 489 
td. 17. 469 
AZ 483 
ili. 5. 475 
Lay 508 
16. 478. 531 
ASP es 497 
Waco. 4.50 
15. 40. 213 
17. 229 
19 475 
Weld 114 
ie 319 
vi. 11. 491. 528 
15. 19520, 570 
16, 479 
7: 493 
19. 339*. 478 
19, 20. 236. 497. 


546, 547. 552* 
20. 156. 216. 546 


vii. 10. 12. 475 
it 545 
17. 229 
CAE: 552 
DS OMY, SR). 929 
23. 113. 216. 546 

villi, 4 34 

5. 25 
5, 6. 191. 921 


6. 38, 39. 59*, 60. 
67. 99, 221* 

229 
22. 112 


Page. 
x, _2—4, 17 509 
3, 4. 373 
21. 999 
26. 299 
xl, 3s 58 
abi a3 949 
1822; 505 
26. 320 
27. 299 
xii. 3. 229, 497 
4—6. 55 
11. 464*, 472 
12*,13* 493 
28. 507 
xiii, 4—8, 465 
12 587 
xiv. 33, 34. 505, 506 
37. 299 
xv. 3 318, 543 
4. 393 
6. 383 
9. 507 
12, 565 
20-—22.25, 26. 
566, 567 
21. 249 
Dds 403. 573 
22.49. 403, 404: 
24, 424, 584* 
24, 25. 28. 232 
24, 28. 426 
Qs 420. 425 
IAS WA. 148. 566 
26": 576 
26. 54, 425 
Die TA. 234. 471 
42—44, 586 
44* , 494, 
47, 166. 291 
Sil 453, 454 
52. 575 
53. 568 
54. 57. 576 
58. 229 
xvi. 1. 19. 506 
ore 400 
6. 178 
ie 929. 475 
10. 19 2929 
19*. 506 
02. 119 


13 3el, 184 
a, 229 

3 61 
19 193 
hile 159 
DU) GRAS 494 
rey tee 229 
15. 155 
Phe (Opes 475 
i Bey 116 
15—17, 47 4: 


Page. 
iv. 4. 208 
5, 229 
1, 15. 590 
Vil « 587 
8. 585 
10. 369. 450. 560 
570. 574 
aig 229 
ive 175 
18. 544 
19. 113 
21. 254. 543 
vi. 14, 15 535 
vii. 1. 497 * 
Vill. 1 506 
14, 15. 525 
49.95, 24. 505 
xaos 236 
Ae 229 
x1. 8. 28, 505 
ale 929 
31. 46. 202 
Xin de 229 
2. 75 
18) 505 
Xlll. 4. 346*, 402 
14. 55. 60. 497 
531 

GALATIANS. 
ide 387 
ae a 506 
3. 229 
4. 197. 543 
13. 507 
TORE. 193 
ii. 16. 193 
20. 21 
ili. 6. 25 
13. 547 
105 136422. 314 
16. 124. 242 
20. 426 
26. 46 
Iv. 4. 185. 326 
4, 5. 547 
4—6. 45, 54. 481 
6. 483, 494 
oR be 531 
The 45 
8. 26 
8, 9. 184 
Vous 310 
6. 175 
10. 229 
16. 25. 491 
24. 516 
vi. 14. 316 
a5. 175 

EPHESIANS. 
rr aly 184 
2. 229 
ce 61 


TEs? OFFSCRIPTURE. 
Page. 

lots 4°. 88 
TGs 42 
Ge 7.49 197 
7, 113. 544 
41. 35. 86 
15. 528 
14, 494 
19. 387 
20*, 416 
20—22 2375 471" 
22, 411, 428.* 507* 
28. 42 

Wo. 423 

Is y. 404 
5, 6. 412 
8. 490 
10. 28. 40. 175 
los 315 
Wwe 112 
18. 62. 481. 489 
19. 413 
19—21 508 
20. 16 
ile 229 
iii. 10. 21 507 
12. 458 
14, 15 42 | 
20. 437 | 
ivalaoe Lif. 229 | 
3, 4. 510 | 
| 4. 509 
| 5 221. 508 
6 26. 38. 60 
8, 9. S74 
Spades 12. 145 
H 9. 166. 343, 344 
10. 409 
19. 495 
Oo. 176 
22—94, 175 
30. 464 

Wail « 44, 

a 146. 153 
8. 229 
ola 340 
14. 404: 
v7. £9. 229 
QEN2d. 2729, 32a OOr 
25—27. 514 
26. 550 
Qin 516 
30. 458 
wie 2. 42 
fede 10. 210 SSeS 
11. 424 
12. 64. 423 
PHILIPPIANS. 

Tete AA 229 
18. 193 
19. 484 
23: 585 
29, 490 

il. 1. evchk 


609 
Page. 

RY tage 187 
6,17 154. 185 
fe Os 316 
8. 186. 326 
8, 9. 328 
8—10. 120. 231. 421 

11. 19. 24. 29, 229 
iit. 20. 229 
8. 119 
10. hfe zh 
11. 578 
13, 14 590 
19; 20. 413 
20*. 441 
20, 21. 114 

2 Al, 339*, 404, 494. 
571. 586 

ive t, 9.1103 229 

COLOSSIANS. 

Rat. 184 
a 229 
a2s 535 
13, 14. 197 
14. 113 
14—17. 173, 174 
LO. 74. 400 
18. 153*. 162. 403. 

567 
18. 24. 507 
19. eto 
20. 118. 544 
20—22. 113 
oar, 327 
23. 138 
24. 195 

ii, 3*. 116 
9. 13. 28.131. 191 
10. 19. 153 
ata 116 
11—15 374 
12. 337 
14. 316 
15; 235. 328* 
19. 533 

ili, 1—3. 413 

2S 589 
9*, ATT 
10. az 
16—18. 20. 23, 24. 229 
22; 921 
22—24. 230 
24. 41 
ived. 25 
(eae 229 
11. 105 
15, 16. 506 


re 


ii 


1 THESSALONIANS. 


1. 229 
6. 498 
9. 52. 60 
- 13. 14 


Page. 
li. 14. 506 
iil. 8. 229. 586 
TIC AAN ie A475 
133 497. 527 
bike eae RS Pen WAR 229 
Oo 497 
6 475 
8. 477 
15. 576 
15—17. 433 
16. 441, 575 
16. iv. 571 
v9. 12. 229 
19. 184 
OT. 475 
2 THESSALONIANS. 
iid 2. 229 
ite 441. 527 
8, 9s 583 
10. 14 
45. 506 
Wed. 450 
15. 229. 497 
14. 935 
lil, 1. 5. 16. 475 
3, 4. 229 
1 TIMOTHY. 

ted, 229 
17 66 
Il, Dd. 118, 196. 242 
6. 113 
il. 4, 45 
6. 424 
16. 192 

lv. 4. 28 
12%: 157 
16. 112 

We 22. 498. 533 
vi. 13. 145. 293 
15. 65 
16. 26*, 283* 

2 TIMOTHY. 

1.,.9. 513 
10. 112, 425*. 576. 
588 

12. 13. 437 
16, 229 
16. 18. A475 
18. 229 
lie 7. 475 
8*. 402 
12; 426 
13. 8. 433 
17*, 18. 574: 
19. 158. 513 
20. 515 
24. 229 
26. 424, 
a. 1.2. 140 
16*, 490 

iv. 1. 451 


INDEX OF 
‘THEUS: 
Page. 

Tr. 229 
5. 498 

ii, 114—13 458 

ili, 4. 255 

Sy 491 
PHILEMON. 

De 506 

3)16.120. 229 
HEBREWS. 

a aoe 54 
1—3. 19613 
2, 45, 490 
2.8. 10—12. 172 
3. 208. 418 
3—5. 162 
5. 207 
6. 218. 254 
9. 493 
13. 417 
14. 489. 532 

ii. 8. 4:25 
10. 67*, 114 
10. 13. 45, 46 
11. 45, 213. 459 
12. 505 
14. 935. 328. 380 

424 
a4, 16. DI QRLT3 
14. 16, 17. 942 
16s, “120%, 176*.273* 
17 *. 458 
47/48; 290. 328 

tis 1% 5S 
Be 512 
A. 74, 75.183 
iv. 2%. 490 
8. 105 
13. 7 
14. 409 
15: 273, 290 

v. 1. 8. BEA. ar 
6*. 415 
ve 165. 289 
8, 9 236 
9. 114. 587 
12. 165 

Wi, 2. 444 

6. 316 
13. 17, 18. 8 
18. 433 
19. 409 
19, 20. 411 
whit 15.2%. 25. 428 
14. 129 
14. 21. 145 
24. 16 153 
25. 114. 146 
26. 955. 273*. 409 

543 

Vit. 1. 418 

2.11. 299 


Page. 

vill. 3 145 
6. 326 

ix, 4 406 


Tol? 2A 165 
dd 9% 4.06 
12. 25, 26. 196 
14. 216 
15. 41. 587 
16. 197. 326 
22. 195*. 318. 327 
De yeas 20. 112 
92. 26. 543 
24, 165. 429 
27. 444. 453*, 566* 
579* 
28 114 
X. 4, 216 
4. 8, 9. BVA G 
iS, 186%. 243* 
5. 10. 146 
7. 281 
10. 196 
fped 2. 4.28 
£2. 543 
42, 13; 422, 425 
419; 20: 328 
49. 21, 292. 156 
20. 411 
29 326 
aye 440 
a8 yn ile 411 
3. 80. 88. 172 
178 
lpn 372 
6. 25 
tie 10 
D9: $18, 319 
17. 211 
19. 382 
> a EMEP 104, 141*. 317 
326. 420 
Se 326 
6*, 43 
9. 39. 557* 
9, 10. 43 
14. 229. 497. 514% 
ape, fi 534 
ans 445, 507 
5 8 Lg ee tO 498 
41.42, 319 
14, 587 
20. 130. 326 
JAMES, 
ie, 229 
7018 40 
The So. 25. 530 
iv. 10. 15 229 
19% 436 
v. 4. 63 
ad 229 
16. at 
19, 20. 112 


TEXTS OF SCRIPTURE. 


Page. 
1 PETER. 

ine. 497 
3, 4. 41, 403 
4. 588 
AL, 145. 277. 328 

483 

1. 24,05; 44, 
15¢ : 528 
18,19. 114. 196. 327. 

546 
19. 216. 254 

il, Os 229 
OF: 143 
11. 413 
ov. 326 
4D. 145. 254 
94. 113 
25. 130 

lli. 6 Q21 

15. 18 
18. 248. 284. 543 
18, 19. 3845 
18—20 170 
19. 341. 370 
ee 417, 418 
ive ode 284 
152 527 
5 451 

v. 498 

4. 130 
6. 436 
10 587 
2 PETER. 

i. 4, 530 
5—8. 529 
ili 588 
2094". iG 
22. 490 

ned. 339*. 546 
4. 101, 551 
Sp aba 

lle 4. 2G 

5. 178 

S210; 229 

44. ADT 
1 JOHN. 

rie 179 
ies 14 
3% 530 
a. 7 
6,7 535 
7. 533 


Page. 

ii. 1. 428. 492*. 544*, 
20. 27. 159. 498 
22°, 154 
27. 155 
ii, 2. 42. 80. 530 
2. 41. 46. 587 
4*, 538 

5. 255 

8 428 

9. 213 

23 104 


iverd, 2s 183 
ee 243 
9, 10. 218 
10. 55*, 544* 
v. 1. 40, 154*. 213. 
528 
8. 119 
6. 8. 326 
th: 482 
9. 7*, 383 
10. 9 
12. 586 
14. 491 
20. 200. 210 
2 JOHN. 
3. 229 
9. 530 
JUDE. 

oe 508. 524* 
4*, 44.4 
6. 75. 101, 2792" 
14. 229. 439. 527* 
15, 64: 

REVELATIONS. 
14 Orch osnlitG Loe hoy 
189 
DAO: 148 
Bs 440 
8. 229 
10. 400 
a 188. 506 
18 566. 576 
u. 8. 189. 506 
ible 582 
iW ey 506 
ili, 1. 7. 14. 506 
14. 326 
ot. 428 
av. OD» 63. 189. 582 
5 hi bs 87. 200*. 229 


611 


Page. 
iv. 10, 11. 100 
Verde 128 
9. 521. 547 
a2. 421 
bee 64, 217 
vii. 15. 582 
pv did, 426 
xiil. 8 318*. 549* 
We 546 
xiv. 10. 526 
a Naf 581 
125 12 
13 229 
XVii. 14, 65*. 148 
Xvili. 4. 533 
X1X.).6s 63 
Bue 118 
13. 16. 148 
16. 66*, 221. 229 
xx.4.11,12. 449, 450 
6. 404: 
10. 581 
13 569 
14*, 15*. 582 
Xx. 4. 588 
8. 583 
14, alla 
Xxil. 13. 189 
skiy 128. 505 
APOCRY PHA. 
WISDOM OF SOLOMON, 
xi.17,. 179 
20. 82 
25, 70 
xiii. 5. 7 
XVil. 3. 289 
KVills tbe 179 
ECCLESIASTICUS. 
xlili. 26. 179 
xlvi. 1. 115 
5. 65 
xIvili. 9. 193 
xlix. 14*. 200 
1 MACCABEES, 
ii. 58. 193 


2 MACCABEES. 
ili. 24, 65 
vii. 28. 80 
xv. 93. 29. 65 


‘INDEX 


OF THE 


MOST MATERIAL THINGS CONTAINED IN THIS BOOK, 


PLACED IN ALPHABETICAL ORDER. 


AssoLuTion of the church, heresy to 
deny it, 551, 

Adam, how many generations we are 
probably removed from him, 95, 96. 

Adoption, what it is, 41. ' 

/Etius, 472, 

Alcoran, it teacheth that God hath no 
Son, 207. 

Almighty, the notion of it, 63. Three 
degrees of God’s Almighty power, 64. 
How some extend the word Almighty, 68. 
A distinction between the first and second 
Almighty in the Creed, 69. 429. 

Anabaptists of Flanders, their heresy, 
246. 

Angels created, 75. 

Anointing, the use and design of it, 123. 
Anointings under the law typified that of 
Christ, 141. The Jews’ anointing oil was 
hid in the days of Josiah, 149. Christ 
was anointed with the Holy Ghost, 150. 
This proved to be a proper and sufficient 
unction, 152,153. Where see the gene- 
ral reasons for anointing. 

Anomeans, 472. 

Antidicomarianite, 264. 

Apelles, 409. 

Apollinarians, 244. 263.285. 358—360. 

Arians, 47. 203. 244. 285. 358. 472. 

Aristotle, his maxim, That out of no- 
thing nothing can be produced, refuted, 
82. 

Ascension, that Christ ascended not 
into heaven till after his resurrection, 
proved, 164. The effects of his ascension, 
410, 411. 

Assent, what it is, 2. 

Augustine, St. his wish, 16. 

Authority, of testimony, wherein it con- 
sisteth, 4, 5. 


Baptism, available for the remission of 
all sins before it, 549. 

Basilides, 280. 307. 

Belief, general notion of it, 2.5, 6.— 
of the heart, Wes 

What it is to believe, 17. 

To believe in, whence this phrase had 
its original, and what it implies, 22, 23. 


Bonosus, 264. 

Buddas, 97, 98. 

Burial, not allowed by the Roman laws 
to persons crucified, 330. Reasons of our 
Saviour’s burial, with the manner of it, 
329, 330. Grounds for decent burial of 
all Christians, 358. 


Calvin, his explication of Christ’s de- 
scent into hell, 348 

Catechising before Easter very ancient, 
and the reason of it, 17, &c. 

Catholic. The general meaning of the 
word, and the particular sense of it when 
applied to the church, 516—518. 

Wherein its catholicism consisteth, 520, 
521. 

Cerdon, 98. 243. 280. 

Chaldeans, their forged accounts of 
time, 89. 

Chaldee paraphrase. 
God. 

Charity, motive to it, 536. 

Christ, the signification of that name, 
121. The Jews expected Christ, and 
upon what grounds, 123. The time of 
his coming ascertained, 125, 126. To 
what end Christ was anointed, for what 
offices, in what manner, 141—154. That 
Christ had a real existence in heaven 
before he was born of the Virgin, proved, 
163—173. Christ the true God, 197, 
&c. How Christ is born in us, 255. 

Church, what it is in the language of 
the New Testament, 504—509. ‘The au- 
thor’s definition of it, 511. Why called 
holy, 513. In what persons this holiness 
is really inherent, 514, 515. Necessity of 
believing inthe holy catholic church, 522, 
523. 

Clergy, constantly repeated the Creed 
to the people, 20. 

To Communicate with sinners in that 
which is no sin, is lawful, 552. 

Communication of the Divine essence 
from the Father to the Son, 203—210. 
From the Father and the Son to the Holy 
Ghost, 483. 

Communion of saints with God and an- 


See Word of 
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gels, 530—532. With one another on 
earth, 53%, 533. Of saints on earth with 
saints departed, 533. How saints com- 
municate with hypocrites, 532. 

Confession of the mouth, 18. Neces- 
sity of it, 19. Practice of it useful, 20. 
Every one obliged to it, ib. 

Conscience, twofold, 441. 
ness to the being of God, 52. 

Contradiction, how an action may im- 
ply it, 432. 

Creation, the oldest poets and philoso- 
phers taught it, 77. Some in after ages 
denied it upon weak arguments, 78. which 
are there set down. Creation defined, 80. 
Why attributed to the Father, 99. What 
uses may be raised from the doctrine of 
the creation, ib. Two ways whereby 
heretics elude the force of those scriptures 
which ascribe the creation to Christ, 173. 

Creature, God cannot receive any real 
benefit from it, 67. How then hath he 
made all things for himself? See 67, 68. 
Every creature is good, 96. A new crea- 
ture and new creation, what, 175. 

Credible, credibility, what it is, 4. 

Creed, whence so called,i. A three- 
fold signification of it, 1,2. Recited at 
baptism, 19. We believe what it con- 
tains no otherwise than as we find it in 
the Scriptures, 344. 

Cross, the form of it, 308. 
bity and ignominy of it, 312. 

Crucified, that the Messias was to be, 
301, &c. Multitudes of Jews crucified 
by the Romans, 317. 

Crucifixion forbidden by the Christian 
emperors, 307. The death of slaves only, 
oles 


Bears wit- 


The ascer- 


David, Christ himself so called, and 
why, 233. 421. Throne of David, how 
continued for evermore, 421. 

Days of Christ’s death, how made out 
to be three, 394, 395. 

Dead. Jews never burnt the bodies of 
their dead, 329. Romans and Grecians 
did, 338. Why they left this custom off, 
ibid. 

Death, what it is, 321. Death of Christ 
necessary for more ends than one, 329. 
How Christ destroys the power of death, 
424, 425, 

Descent into hell, understood by some 
of Christ’s burial only, 343. Three scrip- 
tures of greatest validity to prove Christ’s 
real descent into hell, 344347. Va- 
rious opinions about it, 347. The most 
received and reasonable notion of it, 355, 
&c. The end and design of it, 362. 378. 

Devotion, a proper motive to it, 437. 

Divinity of Christ proved, 182, &c. 
The identity of it with that of the Father, 
187. 192. 202. He has it, not of himself, 
but by communication from the Father, 
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203. Divinity of Christ suffered not, 284. 
291. How then can we say that God 
suffered ? answered, 285, 286. 

Docetez, what their heresy was, 243. 
280. 
' Donatists, their error, 511. 

Durandus, bis explication of Christ’s 
descent into hell, 348. 


Earth, the foundation, and heaven the 
roof of the temple of God, 73. 

Egyptians, theirforged accounts of time, 
88. They said the sun had twice risen 
in the west, 90. 

How that prophecy, ‘they shall call 
his name Emmanuel,” was fulfilled in 
Christ, 109. 

Elipandus, 213. 

Epiphanes, 243. 

Eternity of God proved, 27, 28. 75. 

Eternity of hell torments, 579—583, 
Origen’s error about them, 584. 

Eudoxius, 472. 

Evident to sense, what is so, 4. To 
the understanding, what is so, 5. 

Eunomius, 244. 263. 472. 

Eusebius, 472. 

Eutychians, 246, 247. 359. 

Euzoius, 47. 


Faith, the object of it, 2,7. The act 
of faith must be applied to the object, ac- 
cording to the nature of it, 511. 

Human faith, what it is, 5. 

Divine faith, what it is, 7, 8. 

How to come at the right notion of 
faith, 9. 

Definition of the apostolic faith, 13. 

Another definition of Christian faith, 17. 

Faith, i. e. affiance in God, the grounds 
of it, 436. 

Father, heathens worshipped God as 
such, 38. Why God is so called, 38, 39. 
Necessity of believing in God as our Fa- 
ther, 42. Itisareason for our imitation 
of God, 44. Why Christ says your, but 
never our Father, 46. Godis called Fa- 
ther in the Creed, with respect chiefly to 
Christ, 45. How many ways he is the 
Father of Christ, 48. Father denotes 
priority, and how, 50. 53. 482. Proper 
notion of the Father, 59. 

Felix, 213. 

Footstool, how the enemies of Christ, 
Jews and Romans, were made his foot- 
stool, 422. 

Forgiveness of sins. See Remission. 
A motive to the love of God and Christ, 
552, 553. 


Ghost, Holy, why not the Son of God, 
215. Why not the Father of Christ, 253. 
His operation in the incarnation of-Christ, 
253. 472. His personality proved, 464. 
and Socinian objections refuted, 465, &c. 
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His operations, 480. How he is distin- 
guished from the Father and the Son, 480. 
Proved to proceed from the Father and 
the Son, 483. The Greek and Latin 
churches reconciled about this procession, 
484. The occasion of their difference 
here-about, which ended in a schism, 
486. Holy Ghost, why called holy, 488. 
His offices, 489, &c. 

Glaucias, 307. 

God, his knowledge, wisdom, justice, 
holiness, 7, 8. How God’s omnipotence 
consists with his holiness and truth, 8. 
Notion and name of God, 25. His ex- 
istence, 27. How known to us, ibid. 
God proved to have no beginning, 28, 
29, No nation without its God, 30. All 
creatures depend on God, 31. A two-fold 
necessity to believe a God, 33. Unity 
of God proved, 34. A twofold necessity 
to believe this unity, 35, 36. 

God, taken absolutely, how to be un- 
derstood, 60. Often of Christ, 194—197. 

Goodness of God infinite, how it con- 
sists with it to defer the creation so long 
as he did, 86, 87. ; 

Guilt, what it is, 539. 


Hades. See Hell, 362. 

Happiness of God, not to be augmented 
or diminished by the creatures, 86. 

Happiness, eternal, wherein consists, 
586, 587. 

Heathen, begun every action in the 
name of God, 22. Their opinions of the 
duration of the world, 75, 76. 85, &c. 


Heaven and earth, in what latitude: 


taken, 741; 72. 

Three heavens, and how different in 
glory, 75. 

Christ ascended into the highest hea- 
ven, 409. 

Hebrew, no single word in it which 
signifies the world, 73. 

Hell, how Christ descended into it, 347, 
&c. Why he could not suffer the pains 
of it, 348, 349. Hell sometimes put for 
the grave, 350, 351. What the ancients 
understood by it, 362. Our church’s opi- 
nion concerning what Christ did in hell, 
374. How Christ destroys the powers 
of hell, 424. 

Helvidius, 264. 267. 

Heracleon, 98. 245. 

Heretics, who taught there were two 
gods, one the author of good, the other of 
evil, 96, 97. 

Hermiani, 410. 574. 

Hermogenes, 241, 242. 

Holiness, what it denotes when ap- 
plied to persons or things, 534. Motives 
to holiness, 529. 

Holy. See Ghost, church, saints. 


Holy of holies, was to the Jews an em- 


blem of the highest heavens, 405. 


INDEX OF 


Homoousians, 472. 
Hope, the ground of it, 18, 403. 458. 


Idolatry, what it is, 236. 

Jehovah, a name attributed to Christ, 
225—228. 

Jesus, a name commonly used by the 
Jews,105. The derivation and interpre- 
tation of it, 105, 106, &c. Jesus proved 
to be the Christ, 128-—-141. 

Impossible, what may be so to God, 
without derogation of power, 431, 

Intercession of Christ for us at God’s 
right hand, 428. Of the Holy Ghost, 
491, 

Joseph, a type of Christ sitting at the 
right hand of God, 414. 

Joshua, a type of Christ, 115—118. 

Jovinianus, 264. . 

Isidorus, 243. 

Judgment of the world proved from rea- 
son and Scripture, 441—445. Believed 
by the heathen, 443. In it Christ shall 
preside as judge, with the reasons for it, 
445, &c. An account of the process in 
the day of judgment, 447, 448. 


Kingdom shall have no end, why in- 
serted in the Nicene Creed, 426. 

Kingdom of Christ, twofold, 427. 

Kingly power of Christ, the benefits of 
it to us, 424—429, 


Law of God, the reason and extent of 
it, 540. 

Life, what it is, 320. 

Life everlasting, taken in the Creed for 
the endless duration of all men, 580, 581. 
Endless duration of the wicked, 582, 583. 

Eternal life, the full importance of it, 
585, 586. 

Light, Christ so called from the per- 
spicuity of his doctrine, 130. 

Limbus Patrum, whether Christ deli- 
vered souls out of that place, 373. 

Lord, determinately used for Christ in 
the New Testament, 220. But some- 
times used for men both in the Old and 
New Testament, 221. How the Greek 
and Hebrew words for Lord correspond, 
221—223. Christ is Lord, as that word 
is the interpretation of the name Jehovah, 
proved, 225—228. How and in what 
respect Christ is Lord, 250, 231. How 
many ways he hath a right to be our 
Lord, 233. 

Lucanus, 243. 


Macedonians, their heresy, 472. 486. 

Mahometans keep their sabbath on Fri- 
day the sixth day of the week, and why, 
402. 

Manes, 97, 98. 

Marcion, 97. 243. 

Marcosians, 243. 
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Marcus, 280. 

Matter, the eternity of it refuted, 81, 82. 

Mediatorship of Christ, when and why 
it shall cease, 425. 

Menander, 243. 

Messias, a word of the same significa- 
tion with Christ, 121, 122. The Jews 
make a double Messias, 132. 278. Mis- 
taking the scriptures that speak of his 
coming twice, 137. All the Jews believed 
Messias should be the Son of God, though 
since Christ they denied it, 160. That 
Messias should suffer, proved from ancient 
prophecies, 277, &c. Suffer death, 318, 
319. 

Ministry, what sanctification necessary 
for the work of it, 495—500. 

Miracles, the use of them, 12, 15. 436. 
They prove the being of God, 31. 

Upon what grounds Moses, the pro- 
phets, and apostles, received and propa- 
gated the faith, 10—15. How much short 
Moses came of Christ in his miracles, 130. 

Montanus, 492. 


Nail, struck through a bond cancelled 
ity 4D, 

Nature of no creature is originally evil, 
98. 
Nature Divine indivisible, 205. It 
suffered not in Christ, 285. 291. 

Distinction of natures in Christ as- 
serted, 243—246. 

Necessity of two natures in one person 
of Christ, 248. 

Nestorians, 249. 270, 271. 359. 

Noétus, 240, 241. 489. 

None good but one, explained, 85. 

Nothing can be produced out of no- 
thing, how far true, 82. 

Novatian heresy, 551. 


Omnipotence, the notion of it explain- 
ed, 430, 431, &c. 

Opinion, what it is, 4. 

Origen, his error about hell-torments, 
584. 

Origenists, their error, 572. 


Paraclete explained, 491, 492. 

Passion of Christ, why the Jews give a 
wrong account of the time of it, 299. 

Patience, the proper foundation of it in 
a Christian, 43. 

Patripassians, 240, 241. 

Pelagians, their heresy, 490. Renewed 
by Socinians, 491. 

Phantasiaste, the same with Docete, 
243. 280. 

Phidias, 27. » 

Philosophers, what they taught about 
the existence of the world, 76, 77. 88. 

Photinus, 181—183. 

P. Pilate, a man of a rough untractable 
spirit, 298. 
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Power, the object, nature, and extent, 
of God’s power, 64, 65. 87. 127, 128. 
On what accounts the belief of it is neces- 
sary, 67,68. Christ had not all power 
till after his resurrection, 231. 

Praxeas, 240, 241. 481. 

Priests, why under the law they blessed 
the people at the morning, but not at the 
evening sacrifice, 146. 

Priority of the Father before the Son, 
49—56. Terms of priority given him by 
the ancients, 58, 59. 

Priscillianus, 241. 

Probable, what is so, 4. 

Prophecy, a proof of a Divine Being, 31. 


Quick, what is meant by that word in 
the Creed, 451. The quick, i.e. those 
that are alive in the day of judgment, 
shall not be dissolved by death, 453. 


Reconciliation between God and man, 
544, 

Redemption, how purchased, 291. 546. 

Redemption, one reason why we call 
God Father, regeneration another, 40, 41. 
Resurrection a third, 41. 

Regeneration, the work of the Holy 
Ghost, 491. 494. 

Remission of sins explained, 543. 547. 
How propounded and conferred in the 
church, 548, 549. 

Repentance, a motive toit,457. The 
necessity of it, 549, 550. 

Resurrection, the definition of it, 384, 
385. Nothing less than Omnipotence 
can effect it, 387. Father, Son, and Holy 
Ghost, raised Christ from the dead, ib. 

Distance between the death and resur- 
rection of Christ, how necessary, 392. 
The possibility of our resurrection, 556. 
The probability of it upon natural and 
moral grounds, 558, 559. The certainty 
of it upon Christian principles, 563, &c. 
demonstrated. Identity of the body ne- 
cessarily supposed, 568—572. Latitude 
of the resurrection, 573. 

Revelation of two kinds, mediate and 
immediate, 9. 

Roman governor had the power of life 
and death in Judea sixty years before 
the destruction of Jerusalem, 297. 

Ruffinus, his explanation of Christ’s 
descent into hell, 352. 


Sabbath, reasons for changing it from 
the seventh to the first day, 398—402. 

Sabellian heresy, 240. 481. 

Saints, who they are, and how a man 
may become one, 527, 528. 

Sanctification, the work of the Holy 
Ghost, 489. 

Saturninus, 243, 280. 

Saviour, an appellation given to the 
heathen gods and men, 109-—111. Rea- 
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sons at large why Christ is peculiarly 
called so, 111, &c. 
Science, scientifical, what it is, 4. 
Scriptures, why written, 14, 15. 
Scythians, 98. 
Secundus, 243. 
Seleuciani, 410. 574. 
Semiariani, 472. 
Shaddai, the notion and importance of 
that word, 68. \ 
Waved sheaf, a type of Christ’s rising 
from the dead, $91. 
Simon Magus, 243. 280. 
Sin, what it is, 539. 
‘Sin and Satan, how Christ destroys 
their power, 424. 
Sitting at the right hand of God ex- 
plained, 414, 
_ The notion of sitting in the Creed, 414, 
415. 
Socinus, 27, 28. 226. 583. 
Socinians, 28. 211. 226. 229, 246. 253. 
465—472. 545. 563. 569. 572. 
Congruity of the Son’s mission argued 
from the pre-eminence of the Father, 53. 
Only-begotten Son, interpreted by an- 
cient heretics, begotten of the Father 
only ; by Socinians, most beloved of the 
Father, 209, 210. 
Sonship, the several degrees of it, 46. 
The peculiarity of Christ’s Sonship, 160, 
&e. 


Soul, sometimes used to signify the 
dead body, 350. 

Human soul! of Christ, with the affec- 
tions and passions, 245. 

Soul of Christ descended to the man- 
sions of departed souls, 357. 

Sufferings of Christ, how ancient pro- 
phecies were fulfilled in them, 134. Why 
Christ could not suffer the pains of hell, 
349. 


Tabernacle, Jews believed that it sig- 
nified this world, 405. 

Teberinthus, 98. 

Tessaresdecatite, 300. 


INDEX OF THE MOST MATERIAL THINGS. 


Testimony, two sorts of it, what makes 


it valid, 5. 


Trinity, order of it may not be inverted, 
55.482. Difference between the persons 
in it, 57, 58. 480. 

Trust in God, the grounds of it, 436, 
437. 


Union of Christ’s two natures not dis- 
solved by death, 323, 324. 

Union of Christ with the church by the 
Holy Ghost, 493. 533. 

Unity in the Godhead, the ground of 
it, 61. We 

Unity of the church, wherein it consists, 
507—512. ss 

Universe, the notion and extent of it, 
72. Divided by the Jews into three 
worlds, 73. Philosophers thought it in- 
finite, eternal, God himself, 76. 


Valentinus, 224. 243. 280. 

Virgin, two prophecies that Christ 
should be born of a virgin cleared, 262. 
Proofs that Mary was a virgin, when she 
conceived, when she brought forth, and 
ever after. Objections answered, 263— 
269. The Virgin styled Deipara, and the 
mother of God, 270. What honour is 
due to the Virgin, 275. 


Will of God absolutely free, 84. God 
created by willing the creation, 86, 87. 
Seats of the two wills in Christ, 243. 

Word of God, the Chaldee paraphrase | 
constantly teaches, that the Word of God 
is the same with God, and that by that 
Word all things were made, 177, 178. 

Word was with God, how, 177—181. 

World. See Universe. The manner 
how the world was made, 79. See Crea- 
tion. No instant assignable before which 
God could not have made the world, 88. 
Arguments to make it appear, that the 
world is no older than the Scripture makes 
it to be, 91—95. 


Zaranes, 98. 


THE END. 
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